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Mr. PHIPPS. Oh, no; it contains a gemeral authorization
which would make an appropriation for a project of this kind
available without a separate bilL

Mr. WHEELER. Then I will let it go over.

Mr. FESS. I should like to have the two bills go over until
to-morrow, at least, if the Senator pleases.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill 1785, the title of
which has just been stated, and Senate bill 4002, providing for
the construction of roads on the Rocky Boy Indian Reservation
in the State of Montana, will be passed over.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 7933) to provide for an assistant to the Chief
of Naval Operations was announced as next in order.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

OHIO RIVER BRIDGE, NEW MARTINSVILLE, W. VA.

The bill (8. 3638) to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River
at or near New Martinsville, W. Va., was announced as next in
order.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I notice that there are
House bills on the calendar which seem to correspond to the
bill of which the title has just been read and the one following
it. If that is the case, I suggest that the Senate bills should be
indefinitely postponed and the House bills acted on.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, House bill 9850 is just the
same as the Senate bill. I move the postponement of the Senate
bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objeetion, House bill
9850 will be substituted for Senate bill 3638.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill (H. R. 9850) to extend the times for commencing
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio
River at or near New Martinsville, W. Va.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, Senate bill
8638 will be indefinitely postponed.

OHIO RIVER BRIDGE, MOUNDSVILLE, W. VA.

The bill (8. 3754)to extend the times for commencing and
competing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at
or near Moundsville, W. Va., was announced as next in order,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the same
course will be followed in the case of this bill, and House bill
10248 will be substituted.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill (H. R. 10248) to extend the times for commencing
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio
River at or near Moundsville, W. Va.

The bill was reported to fhe Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, Senate bill
3754 will be indefinitely postponed.

PROVISION OF BOOKS FOR ADULT BLIND

The bill (8. 4030) to provide books for the adult blind was
considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as

follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated
annually to the Library of Congress, in addition to appropriations
otherwise made to said Library, the sum of $100,000, which sum shall
be expended under the direction of the Librarian of Congress to provide
books for the use of the adult blind residents of the United Btates, in-
cluding the several States, Territories, insular possessions, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Sec. 2. The Librarian of Congress may arrange with such libraries as
he may judge appropriate to serve as local or regional centers for the
eirculation of such books, under such conditions and regulations as he
may preseribe. In the lending of such books preference shall at all
times be given to the needs of blind persons who have been honorably
discharged from the United Btates military or naval service

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 7390) to authorize the appointment of an
assistant commissioner of education in the Department of the
Interior was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let that bill go over.

The bill (8. 3054) to increase the salaries of certain post-
masters of the first class was announced as next in order.

Mr. TRAMMELL. At the request of the junior Senator from
Washington [Mr. Ditr], who is necesgarily absent from the
Chamber, I object.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

That completes the calendar.
THE LOWEE RIO GRANDE, THE LOWER COLORADO, AND THE TIA JUANA

RIVERS

Mr. SHEPPARD, Mr. President, I ask that the report of
the International Waterway Commission, made under provision
of law and transmitted by the Secretary of State and by the
President, be made a Senate document, together with the letters
of transmittal.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. McNARY. I move that the Senate carry out the unani-
mous-consent agreement and adjourn until to-morrow at 12
o'clock,

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 4 o'clock and
45 minutes p. m.), under the order previously made, adjourned
until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 13, 1930, at 12 o’clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monpay, May 12, 1930

The House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called to order by
the Speaker.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Blessed Lord, we are not afraid to come to Thee because we
are inferior. Thy love and mercy, we trust, have taken away
the sense of fear. We thank Thee for such tides of gracious-
ness. As the tiniest flower turns toward the sun, so in Thy
presence we thank Thee for what Thou art, and may we forget
what we are. Bless all classes of our citizens. May education
prevail that our whole land receive its blessings. Remember
especially the poor, the ignorant, the needy, and those who are
subject to violent wrongs inflicted by their own passions.
Teach us all that the big things in life are contentment, a fine
appreciation, a serene mind, and a large vision. In the name
of our Saviour. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of B‘riday, May 9, 1930, was

read and approved.
WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 7955, the War
Department appropriation bill, with Senate amendments, dis-
agree to the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 7955) making appropriations for the military and non-
military activities of the War Department for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1931, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. GARNER. Mr., Speaker, reserving the right to object,
has the gentleman from California talked with the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. CorLring] about this?

Mr, BARBOUR., Yes. I have talked with the gentleman
from Mississippi and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
WRIGHT].

Mr. GARNER. They are both agreed?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection; and the Speaker announced as the
conferees on the part of the House Mr. BArBOUR, Mr. CLAGUE,
Mr. Taeer, Mr. CoLrins, and Mr., WRIGHT.

TREASURY AND POST OFFICE DEPARTMENTS APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on
the bill H. R. 8531, the Treasury and Post Office Departments
appropriation bill.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 8531) making appropriations for tbe Treasury and
Post Office Departments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and for
other purposes,

Mr. WOOD. I ask unanimous censent, Mr. Speaker, that the
statement be read in lien of the conference report.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement.

The statement was read.

(For text of conference report and accompanying statement,
see House proceedings of May 1, 1930.)
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the con-
ference report.

The conference report was agreed to.

PENSIONS

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 11588,
with Senate amendments, and agree to the Senate amendments.

The SPEAKIR. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker’'s table the bill H. R.
11588, with Senate amendments, and agree to the Senate amend-
ments. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 11588) granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and
dependent children of soldiers and sallors of said war.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend-
ments.
The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as follows:

Page 13, strike out lines 22 to 25, inclusive; page 38, strike out lines
T to 10, inclusive; page 41, strike out lines 14 to 17, inclusive; page
88, strike out lines 19 to 22, inclusive; page 134, strike out lines 15 to
19, inclusive ; page 137, strike out lines 22 to 25, inclusive; page 143,
strike out lines 1 to 4, inclusive; page 1405, strike out lines 17 to 20,
inclusive ; page 157, strike out lines 18 to 21, inclusive; page 180,
strike out lines 22 to 25, inclusive; page 181, strike out lines 22 to 24,
inclusive, and lines 1 and 2, page 182 ; page 203, after line 3, insert:

“The name of Adella Legrow, helpless child of Samuel H. Legrow,
late of Company B, Eighth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

“The name of Nancy 8. Walker, widow of Richard A. Walker, late
of Captain Edleman's Company A, Cavalry Detachment Sixty-fourth
Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month,

“ The name of Willlam M. Atchison, late of Capt. George R. Barber's
Fleming County, Ky., SBtate troops, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $50 per month.

“The name of John Cook, late of Captain Walker's company for
volunteers, attached to One hundred and ninetieth Regiment Twenty-
seventh Brigade, Fifth Division West Virginia Militia, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $50 per month,

“The name of Harriet J. Ball, widow of Robert E. Ball, late of
Troop E, Elcventh Regiment Missourl Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Matilda Ann Price, widow of John H. Price, late of
Company C, First Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is now
receiving.

“The name of Mary J. D. Buzzell, widow of Warren 1. Buzzell, late
of Company C, Twenty-eighth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Frank H. Greenough, widow of Milon E. Greenough,
late of Company E, One hundred and second Regiment New York Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Cornelia L. Hough, widow of Daniel H. Hough, late
of the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per
month in liea of that she is now receiving.

“ The name of Catherine M. Hayward, widow of George F. Hayward,
late of Company C, Sixtieth Regiment Massachusetts Alilitia Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

“ The name of Mary J. Baldwin, widow of Amzl W. Baldwin, late of
Company E, Thirteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

“The name of Alice V. Stanley, widow of Henry C. Stanley, late of
Captain Degg's company, Fifth Battalion, District of Columbia Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in liea of that she
is now receiving.

“The name of Marinda O. Miles, widow of Willlam H, Miles, late of
Company C, Twenty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is
now recelving.

“The name of Rosetta Barnes, widow of Newton Z. Barnes, late of
the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.

“The name of Peter B. Coleman, late of Company F, Bixty-third
Regiment Missouri Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
per month.

“The name of Ann Elizn McClung, widow of William MeClung, late
of Capt. James R. Ramsey's company, West Virginia State Troops,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

“ The name of Alta K. Conley, widow of James H. Conley, late of
Company F, Fourteenth Reglment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, and $30 when it
1s shown she has attained the age of 60 years.
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“The name of Hattle Smith, widow of Harrison Smith, late of
Company E, Thirty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Margaret A. Ridgway, widow of George B. Ridgway,
late of Company H, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

“The name of Ottilin H. Smith, widow of Amos T, Smith, late of
Company D, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $40 per month in leu of that she is now
receiving.

“The name of Catherine J. Belden, widow of Henry C. Belden, late
of Company D, Fifty-second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

*“The name of Winifred Wallace, widow of Michael D. Wallace, late
of Company F, Thirty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

“The name of Emma F. McClaughry, widow of Robert W. Me-
Claughry, late of Company B, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month.

“ The name of Amanda A. McKinney, helpless child of Joseph McKin-
ney, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

“The name of Jane Kelley, widow of John Kelley, late of Troop B,
First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she Is now receiving.

“ The name of George C. Hall, helpless child of Thomas B. Hall, late
of Company I, Eighteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now
recelving.

“The name of SBamantha V. Cooper, widow of Charles C. Cooper,
late of Company I, One bhundred and ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lleu of that she is now receiving.

“The name of Martha J. Underwood, widow of Ellis Underwood, late
of Company C, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

% The name of Bertha C. Riley, helpless child of John Wesley Riley,
late of Company D, One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

“The name of Nancy Blits, widow of Charles Blitz, late of Com-
pany C, Sixty-seventh Regiment New York National Guard Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

% The name of Rosetta Emery, widow of Samnel A. Emery, late of
the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.

“The name of Sarah J. Wells, widow of Bamuel Wells, late of
Company C, Thirty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

“The name of Lizzie Wright, widow of William 8. Wright, late of
Company C, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and
pay. her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she
ghe is now receiving.

“ The name of Bilas W. Kelly, late of Capt. Joshua C. Perkins's Com-

pany C, Harlan County Battalion Kentucky State Guards, and pay

him a pension at the rate of §50 per month.

“The name of Barah Meadors, former widow of Samuel Freeman, late
of Company B, Hall's Gap Battalion, Kentucky Militia, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

“The name of Manerva Morgan, widow of John H. Morgan, late
of Capt. William Eversoles's Company C, Three Forks Battalion,
Kentucky State Troops, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month.

“ The name of Jennie Riley, widow of Philip Riley, late of the United
States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lieu of that she is now receving.

“The name of Ellen J. Strong, helpless child of Charles B. Strong,
late of Company K, One hundred and sixty-fourth Regiment Ohio
National Guard Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

“ The name of Mary J. Perry, widow of Oran Perry, late of Com-
pany B, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 in lien of that she is now receiving.

“The name of Jessie May Bennett, widow of Amos F. Bennett, late
of Company M, Fiftieth Regiment New York Engineers, and pay her
a pension at tHe rate of $20 per month, and $30 when she has attained
the age of 60 years.

“ The name of Adaline Hendrixson, widow of Francis M. Hendrixson,
late of Company B, Fifty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.
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“The name of Ahble W. Mudgett, widow of Henry E. Mudgett, late
of Company E, Thirteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now recelving.

“The name ot Josephine Chapman, widow of James W, Chapman,
late of Company A, Seventh-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $560 per month in leun of that
she is now receiving.

“ The name of Elizabeth Tasher, widow of John C. Tasher, late of
Company B, Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Elsie B. Bradd, widow of James H. Bradd, late of
Company A, Thirteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving. v

“The name of Fannie Badders, widow of James M. Badders, late
of Company A, Twentieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

“The name of Matilda LaCoss, widow of Adolph LaCoss, late of
Company E, Sixtieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate.of $50 per month in leu of that she
is now receiving.

“The name of Emma BE. Waldo, widow of Dillingham Waldo, late
of Company E, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pensjon at the rate of £50 per month in lien of that she
is now receiving, and the pension of the helpless child continued.

“The name of Malenda Lendormi, widow of Paulin Lendormi, late
of Company A, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

“The name of Johanna Sherer, widow of Peter Sherer, late of Com-
pany B, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in llen of
that she is now receiving.

“ The name of Ameila Lines, widow of Elliott Lines, late of Com-
pany G, Thirty-ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

“The name of Josephine F. Gibson, widow of Archibald Gibson, late
of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

“The name of Nellie A, Getchell, helpless child of Charles O.
Getchell, late of Company F, First Regiment Minnoesota Volunteer
Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Leacy V. Welch, former widow of Lorenzo D. Gilbreath,
late of Troop E, Third Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in llen of that she is now
receiving,

“The name of Susan Bhores, widow of Ethan P. Shores, late of
Company K, Eighth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is
now recelving.-

“The pname of Annie Gilmore, widow of Milton Gilmore, late of
Company A, Thirty-second Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

“The name of Marion J, Ellis, widow of Abram H. Ellis, late of
Troop C, Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $560 per month in lieu of that she is now recelving.

*“ The name of Aletha E. BEakes, widow of Joseph R. Eakes, late of
Company C, Seventy-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is
pow receiving, F

“The name of Laura B. Strider, former widow of Jasper W. Reed, late
of Company B, Forty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

“The name of Jennie+Lochray, widow of Archie Lochray, late of
Company H, Eightrpeventb Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

“ The name of Jemima Colver Rose, former widow of Lewellyn Colver,
late of Company I, First Regiment Oregon Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Catharine Moxley, widow of Willls Moxley, late of
Company D, One hundredth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 50 per month in lien
of that she is mow receiving.

“The name of Nellie L. Dowlan, widow of William Dowlan, late of
Company E, Eleventh Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in liew of that she is now
receiving.
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“The name of Catherine J. Wilson, widow of Addlson 'W. Wilson,
late of Company K, One hundred and twentleth Regiment Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

*“The name of Mary J. Clark, widow of Graoville P. Clark, late of
Troop A, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she Iz now
recelving. ]

“The name of Anna K. Gleitch, widow of George 8. Gleitch, late of
Company G, First Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving. :

“The name of Caroline Brunson, widow of Theophilus G. Brunson,
late of Company H, Second Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that she
is now receiving.

“The name of Emma G. Heffner, widow of James Heffner, late of
Company L, Third Regiment of Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

“The name of Eliza 1. Duff, widow of William M, Duff, late of Com-
pany D), Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $60 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

“ The name of Frances E. 0'Brien, widow of David O'Brien, late of
Company K, Twentieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving, and the helpless child, Leona, to $20 per month subject
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.

“The name of Mary H. White, widow of Willlam W. White, late of
Company L, Fifth Hegiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Mary M. Battis, widow of Wilkins M. Battis, late of
Company C, Nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of .that she is now
receiving.

“ The name of Georgetta Fuller, widow of Ezra B. Fuller, late of Com-
pany E, One hundred and forty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that
she i now recelving.

“The name of William L. Ross, enlisted under the name of William
A. Murray, late of Ninety-third Regiment New York Infantry, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month.

“The name of Ruth E. Richardson, widow of Jabez T. Richardson,
late of Troop K, First Regiment Connecticut Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in llem of that she is now re-
ceiving. .

“The name of Nellle E. Withey, widow of Elbridge Withey, late of
Company H, Eleventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heun of that she is
now receiving,

“ The name of Ellen C. Riley, widow of Edward Riley, late of Troop
I, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Cynthla F. Knapp, widow of Devillo  Knapp, late of
Company K, Sixty-fifth Regiment lllinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

“ The name of Rosanna Bishop, widow of Edwin M. Bishop, late of
Company I, One hundred and eighty-ninth Regiment New York Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that
she is now receiving.

“The name of Anna B. Flaherty, widow of Michael Flaherty, late of
Company K, Twenty-eighth Hegiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, and $30 when 60
years of age.

“ The name of Susan A. May, widow of Charles H. May, late of Com-
pany B, Sixteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Sarah Connell, widow of John Connell, late of Com-
pany M, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

“The name of Margaret A. Day, widow of Carlos P. Day, late of the
United States Navy, and pay bher a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in liew of that she is now receiving.

“The name of Mary E. Hinchman, widow of Joseph E. Hinchman,
late of Company G, Tenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §40 per month In lieu of that she
is now receiving.

“The name of Alice Howard, widow of James P. Howard, late of
band, Seventh Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

“The name of Anna P. Fuller, widow of Samuel G. Fuller, late of
Company E, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
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a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lien of that she is now
receiving.

“The name of Matilda A. Riggs, widow of James Riggs, late of Com-
pany B, Seventh Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now recelv-
ing, and pension of helpless child to continne.

“The name of Lilly Long, widow of Willlam Long, late of Company
K, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Laura R. Slater, widow of Thomas J. Slater, late of
Troop A, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month,

“The name of Fmily A. Foster, widow of William Foster, late of
Company B, Thirtieth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay her
a pension at the rate of §30 per month,

“The name of Nannie Fry, widow of Willlam Fry, late of Battery
G, First Regiment United States Colored Heavy Artillery, and pay hber
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of KElla J. C. Perry, widow of Leonard Perry, late of
Company A, Twenty-fifih Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

“The name of Mary E. Tolbert, widow of Harris F. Tolbert, late of
Company B, Twenty-eighth Regiment North Carolina Infantry Con-
federate States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in Heu of that she is now recelving.

“ The name of Hannah P. Ramsey, widow of James Newton Ramsey,
late of Company I, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“ The name of Catherine M. Brown, widow of Henry E. Brown, late of
Company B, Seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

“The name of Margaret McElroy, widow of Willlam McElroy, late of
Company D, Cass County, Missouri Home Guards Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

“ The name of Luey L. Hamm Vaughan, widow of George M. Vaughan,
allas Vaughn, late of Fifth Military District, Enrolled Missouri Militia,
gtaff of Brig. Gen, R. C. Vaughn, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$30 per month, .

“The name of Demarious Harris, widow of Izaac N. Harrls, late of
Company B, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Light Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving, -

“ Phe name of Mary C. Morris, widow of Henry Morris; late of Troop
K, Seventh Regiment Missourl State Militin Cavalry, and pay her 8
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

“ The name of Birdie Bpringsteen, widow of Abram F. Springsteen,
late of Company A, Thirty-fifth Regiment Indiana Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month and $30 per month when
ghe has attained the age of 60 years,

“The name of Pheba Whitman, widow of John B. Whitman, late
of Company D, One hundred and twenty-seventh Regiment Pennsyl-
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month.

“The name of Ruth R. Nash, widow of Nathan E. Nash, late of
Company B, Ninth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she Is
now receiving.

“ The name of Susan A. Kurtz, widow of Henry Kurtz, late of Com-
pany G, Twenty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of §50 per month in lien of that she is now receiv-
ing.

“The name of Sarah P. Abrel, widow of Graffienburg Abrel, late of
Company C, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her & pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

“ The name of Charlie Hyden, helpless child of John H. Hyden, late
of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. .

“ The name of Priseilla Elmore, helpless child of Jesse Elmore, late of
Battery B, First Regiment Kentucky Light Artillery, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $20 per month.

“ The name of Priseilla Wilson, widow of Alexander H. Wilson, late of
Company C, Third Regiment United Btates Colored Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Sarah Higgins, widow of Parley E. Higgins, late of
Troop L, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
recelving.

“ The name of Lottie A. Crouch, helpless child of Charles H. Crouch,
late of Company B, Maine Coast Guards, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.
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“The name of Rébecca A. Wright, widow of Thomas W. Wright, late
of Company G, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in
lien of that she is now receiving.

“The name of Wilson H. Spangenberg, dependent child of George W.
Bpangenberg, late of Company G, Twenty-sixth Regiment Michigan
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

“The name of Emma Fitch, widow of John Fitch, late of Company
E, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

“The name of Priscilla Mayer, widow of I"hilip Mayer, late of Second
Independent Battery, Massachusetts Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is now
recelving.

“The name of Martha Gaggin, former widow of William Leonard
Ford, late of Company A, Seventy-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

“ The name of Lucinda M. Hanna, widow of James W. Hanna, late
of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she
is now receiving.

“The name of Lillie Wootan, widow of Daniel Wootan, late of Com-
pany A, Eleventh Regiment Illinols Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Ollie P, Stallings, widow of David R. Stallings, late of
Troop E, Eighth Regiment Missourl State Militia Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $40 per month in leu of that she is now
recelving.

“ The name of Maggie M. Phillips, widow of Isaac N. Phillips, late of
Troop A, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
ber a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

“The name of Miranda J. Pickle, widow of Gabriel Pickle, late of
Company B, Fiity-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

“The name of Nancy Beth, widow of Willlam Beth, late of Troop E,
Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $30 per month,

“The name of Kate ¥. Thorn, widow of David C. Thorn, late of Com-
pany C, Eighty-third Regiment Indiana Velunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving,

“The name of Martha H. Crawford, widow of William O. Crawford,
late of Company D, One hundred and seventy-ninth Regiment New-
York Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
llen of that she is now receiving,

“The name of Mary Ida Jordan, widow of George H. Jordan, late of
Company H, Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

“The name of J. Alfred Perry, helpless child of James BE. Perry,
late of Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

“The name of Sarah E, Emmert, widow of Daniel Emmert, late of
Company A, One hundred and forty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

“The name of Margaret Galvin, helpless child of Daniel Galvin, late
of Company B, Ninetieth Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

“The name of Matilda Brown, widow of John Brown, late of Com-
pany K, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Emma Turner, widow of Washington Turner, late of
Company F, Fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. °

“ The name of Myron Gibson, helpless child of Thomas Gibson, late
of Company E, Tenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

“The name of Joab Carr, jr., late of Capt. Nathan J. Lambert's
Independent Scouts, Tueker County, West Virginia State Troops, and
pay him a pension at the rate of £50 per month,

“The name of Hettle A. Kyker, widow of Thomas J. Kyker, late of
Troop C, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

“The name of Caroline Hoyt, widow of Charles L. Hoyt, late of
Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of *hat she is now
receiving.

“ The name of Amanda Metcalf, helpless child of Amos Metcalf, late
of Company C, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate ol $20 per month.
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“PThe name of Manda Jane Stringer, helpless child of Willlam
Stringer, late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

“The pame of Sarah J. Ravlin, former widow of Robert McCollom,
late of Company H, Eighteenth Regiment New York Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

“The name of Henrletta Trate, widow of Lot Trate, late of Com-
pany D, Fifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in llen of that she is
now receiving.

“The name of Elizabeth Bartley, widow of Jeremiah J. Bartley, late
of Company K, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

“ The name of Mary J. Edwards, widow of Edmond Edwards, late of
Troop A, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she is now
receiving.

“The name of Emma F. Shilling, widow of John Shilling, late of
Company H, Third Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

“ The name of Anna B. Colling, widow of Anderson F. Collins, late of
Company F, Seventieth Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

“The name of Rebecea Barnes, widow of Cassius M. Barnes, late of
Captain Holland's Company, Michigan Mounted Engineers, and pay ber
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“ The name of Rachel Morgan, widow of Edwin D. Morgan, late of
Company B, Bighty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Elizabeth Butler, widow of James Butler, late of
Company A, Rixty-seventh Regiment United States Colored Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

“The pame of Willlam Fay, helpless child of Aaron Fay, late of
Company H, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

“ The name of Mary E. Btone, former widow of James Cook, late of
Company F, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Sarah Ann Owens, widow of Patrick Owens, late of
Company B, One hundred and eightcenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

“The name of Mary P. Law, widow of James B. Law, late of Com-
pany F, Twenty-second Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“ The name of Sarah P. Denbham, former widow of Thompson Denham,
late of Company B, Thirty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

“The name of Emeline Keeling, widow of Dexter Keeling, late of
Company €, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is mow receiving.

“ The name of Cornelia ¥. Grove, widow of Leonard 8. Grove, late of
Company E, Bighth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

“The name of Ellzabeth J. Mills, widow of George L. Mills, late of
Troop K, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Cavalry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of £50 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

“The name of Rachel A. Moffitt, widow of Hugh Mofitt, late of
Company E, Twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

“The name of Willlam A. Rowin, helpless child of Willlam Rowin,
late of Troop B, Second Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate

amendments,
The Senate amendments were agreed to.

BYRD ANTARCTIC EXPEDITION

Mr. CABLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of House Joint Resolution 327, authoriz-
ing the presentation of medals to the officers and men of the
Byrd Antarctic expedition.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 827) autherizing the presentation of
medals to the officers and men of the Byrd Antarctie expedition,
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The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this is a matter
of urgency?

Mr. CABLE. Yes, sir,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, efc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, empowered and directed to cause to be made at the United
States mint such number of gold, silver, and bronze medals as he may
deem appropriate and necessary respectively to be presented to the
officers and men of the Byrd Antarctic expedition to express the high
admiration in which the Congress and the American people hold their
heroic and undaunted services in connection with the scientific inves-
tigations and extraordinary aerial explorations of the Antarctic conti-
nent, under the personal direction of Rear Admiral Richard E. Byrd,
said medals to be suitably inscribed.

With a committee amendment as follows:

Page 1, line 8, strike out the word * Treasury " and losert in lien
thereof the word “ Navy.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 2. That such amount as may be necessary for the purchase of
the necessary materials for sald medals is hereby authorized to be
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated.

Mr. CABLE. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment,
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Caerr: Page 2, line 7, strike out the
words * purchase of the necessary material for” and insert the words
“ cost of.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment,

The amendment was agreed fo.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion as amended.

The resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and
read a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the resolution was
passed was laid on the table.

BOVIET PROPAGANDA DOCUMENTS

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for eight minutes. '

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. La-
Guagpia] asks unanimouns consent to proceed for eight minutes.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago the country
was somewhat startled by an announcement made by the com-
missioner of police of the city of New York that he had seized
some documents purporting to show that a New York corpora-
tion, Amtorg, was connected directly in subversive propaganda
work in the United States. He had a hearing before the Com-
mittee on Immigration in executive session, but at the same time
released to the press of the country photostatic copies of docu-
ments which purported to show the activities of communistic
propaganda throughout the country through this agency.

1 am informed by Mr. Harold Swain, managing editor of the
New York Graphie, that one of his men discovered the printing
press in New York City where the original letterheads on which
the alleged orders from Moscow were printed; that he called
this discovery to the attention of the commissioner of police
before coming to Washington; that he asked one of his men,
Mr. Joe Cohn, to report to Mr. Whalen, and offered his infor-
mation for comparison with the original of the letterheads he
had obtained from the New York printer; that he himself, Mr.
Swain, on the morning that the commissioner of police came to
Washington called at his home at 6 o’clock in the morning, and
offered to compare or give the commissioner an opportunity to
compare his records with the samples said to have been printed
in New York. I think I am safe in saying that our Department
of State had an opportunity of knowing about these alleged
records purporting to come from Moscow, and has given no
credence te them at all. The fact remains, however, that many
people became alarmed when the commissioner of police came to
a committee of the House and these documents were presented to
the committee. I would suggest to the Committee on Immigration
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that the authenticity of the Whalen Russian documents should
be established. I will be glad to turn over the original letter-
head proofs obtained by the New York Graphie. The Commit-
tee on Immigration should ask the police commissioner of New
York to appear with his originals and a comparison could be
made then and there. If the so-called Russian documents are
faked or forgeries, the House and the country should be
promptly informed. -

I have in my hand the letterhead printed on East Tenth
Street, New York City, an exact replica of the letterheads on
which these mysterious letters or documents appeared. On the
back of it there is a statement from the printer. I read:

I printed this about four months ago and submitted two coples as a
proof, but the man did not come back for the order. Signed, M. Wagner,
printer,

In other words, they ordered 500, I think. They paid some-
thing on account and went there and got proof copies the same
as the copies I hold in my hand. If you will compare this
letterhead with the photostatic coples which were given out to
the press by the New York police, you will find certain printing
characteristics which are identical. In fact, the one is a photo-
static copy of the other. For instance, the dropping of a comma
in the ditto mark; the falling of a dot in the line. There is no
question that the photostatic copies which were given to the
press by Mr, Whalen and exhibited by him to our Committee on
Immigration were exact reproductions of the letterheads swhich
I have in my hand, and which were printed in New York City
and not in Moscow.

I hold no brief for the Amtorg. I do not know anything
about them. I do not know anything about their activities
here except that they are purchasing goods for Russia to the
extent of $150,000,000 or $200,000,000 in this country every year.

I submit that when the police commissioner of New York City
has some information to give to Congress, he ought to submit
to every test before getting the country unduly exercised about
the existence of communistic activities based on documents the
authenticity of which he can not vouch for. The Amtorg is a
New York corporation. If the police commissioner has any
information that they are engaged in any activities which are
unlawful, he can apply to the courts of New York through the
attorney general of the State to dissolve the corporation. That
way is open to him. If he claims any law of the United States
has been violated, he should submit the facts to our Department
of Justice. If he desires legislative action, he should be willing
to prove the charges he makes,

I will hold these originals for the pleasure of the Committee
on Immigration, and I will ask the Committee on Immigration
to take these originals and compare them with the photostatic
coples which they have, and I am sure they will be convinced
that some one has sold the Police Department of New York City
a gold brick. But Congress ought to know it because of the
mysterious manner in which this hearing was held. First,
the announcement of the discovery of the documents; then giv-
ing the documents to the press; and then the executive session
between the police commissioner and the committee, and the
suspicion aroused that some very dangerous documents had been
seized.

The least we can do is to invite a comparison and determine
the aunthenticity of these documents.

For that purpose I have asked this time, and for that pur-

I am ready to submit these proofs to the committee.

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield.

Mr. JENKINS. The chairman of the Committee on ITmmigra-
tion is not present at this time, and I am not authorized to
speak for him or for the committee; but I am a member of the
Committee on Immigration, and I may say to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. LaGuarpia] that our distinguished chairman,
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Joaxson] will be glad
to avail himself of any assistance that the gentleman from
New York [Mr. LAGUuArDIA] may render.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I received this information and these proofs
from the managing editor of the New York Graphic, who con-
ducted this investigation and who vouches for this information.
I am sure he, too, will cooperate with the gentleman’s committee.

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield.

Mr. SABATH. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. La-
Guarpia] have any objection to furnishing whatever evidence
he may have to the other committee that is considering the two
resolutions to investigate Amtorg and such other activities?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There is not any such committee that I
know of,

Mr, RAMSEYER. The Rules Committee,
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Mr. SABATH. I think that committee ought to have such
information as the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA]
has in his possession, and additional information that it may be
able to secure, because I think it would in a great measure aid
the committee in passing upon the resolutions that are now
before that committee.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes, indeed; I shall be pleased to submit
these samples to the Committee on Rules.

Mr. GREEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LAGUARDIA. I yield.

Mr. GREEN. I was present at the hearing recently when the
commissioner appeared, and he impressed me as one of the most
able witnesses I have ever heard before a congressional com-
mittee. He impressed me as a man who is desirous of adminis-
tering the laws of the land with all equity and justice, and I
believe he will welcome any cooperation.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It was offered to him, as I stated before,
in New York by the Graphic.

Mr. GREEN. He seemed perfectly willing to reveal any in-
formation he could that would not conflict with prosecutions
that were going on in New York.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There are no prosecutions going on re-
sulting or in connection with these alleged Russian documents.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

TAXATION BY EXECUTIVE FIAT

Mr, CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks in the Recorp by printing a short article prepared
by Mr. David H. Morton, of New York, upon the flexible clause
of the tariff. I do not know the gentleman, but the article is
well prepared, and I think it is worth reading in connection
with the flexible clanse now pending in Congress.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Georgia?

There was no objection.

The article is as follows:

SHALL ONE MAN OR A COMMISSION OF BUREAUCRATIC EXPERTS ARBI-
TRARILY EXERCISE THIS PFOWER TO DESTROY?

There was no executive power to change tariff rates under the Under-
wood Tariff Law. The Tariff Commission appointed by Woodrow Wilson
was advisory. It merely compiled tariff statistics and collected informa-
tion for the use of Congress. This useful, nonpartisan function it per-
formed satisfactorily, without friction, internal or external. The repeal
of the flexible provisions would restore the Tariff Commission to their
original useful status. The first time in American history any executive
official was given power to change an existing tax rate was in the
flexible provisions of the tariff act of 1922, enacted by Congress at the
request of President Harding.

This is the most dangerous, insidious of bureaucratic powers ever
Thus started, it is greatly broadened in
the pending bill. It gives one man, the President of the United States,
the power to make or break important importing and manufacturing
interests by fixing, on an arbitrary formula, the customs tax rate for
the future.

John Marshall said the power to tax is the power to destroy. This
means that no court ean set aside a tax because it confiscates property.
In this the flexible tariff differs in toto from making Interstate com-
merce rates for carriers which can never be confiscatory, or even
arbitrary.

This is one of the most important governmental questions now up for
discussion. This act sets up the diseretion of one man instead of the
fixed rule of law.

Congress * passed the buck,” abdleated its power, and practieally
turned over the making of tariff laws to the President, assisted by the
Tariff Commission. y

The costs of the investigations are enormous, running into the
hundreds of thousands, for the employment of a small army of in-
vestigators and fleld agents; reminding us that we seceded from Great
Britain because the king sent “ swarms of officers to harass our people
and eat up their substance.”

As a practical matter, it is Impossible to find with accuracy the
difference in competitive conditions at home and abroad, on a theo-
retical finding of which the action of the President is supp d to be
based. Therefore, it gives an arbitrary and uncontrolled discretion to
the President to fix the amount of the future customs-tax rate. That
is taxation by Executive fiat.

Under the Fordney-McCumber Act of 1922 the formula was differ-
ence in costs of production at home and abroad. This, by legal fietion,

to the effect that it merely authorized the President to find facts, was

casually sustained by the courts. But the most ignorant can see that
when the President fixes a new tariff tax based upon the supposed
differences in competitive eonditions he levies any tax he pleases, That
is legislation. All deceit and camouflage was thrown aside when the
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formula was changed from differences in produetion costs to differences
in competitive conditions. f

No one but a fool would argue that the latter sets up a fact-finding
proeess.

The most ignorant can see that the differences in eompetitive condi-
tions formula gives the President absolute and uneontrolled diseretion
to determine the amount of the tariff tax rate.

William McKinley accepted with some misgiving the advisory tariff
commission bill of 1882 and in a speech to Congress saild:

“1 ecan not refrain, from saying that we e taking a new and
somewhat hazardous step in delegating a duty that we ought ourselves
to perform—a duty confided to us by the Constitution, and to no
others. It is true that a commission does mot legislate, and therefore
its work may or may not be adopted by Congress. This is the safety
of the propogition. The Information it will furnish will be important
and its statisties of rare value, but the same sources of information
are open to Congress and to the Committee on Ways and Means as
will be available to a eommission.”

What would McKinley have thought of a commission with power
to fix tariff rates, or of the present flexible scheme reposing such a
power in the President?

Bpeaker Thomas Brackett Reed, in the North American Review of
December, 1902, said:

“But we can have gitting in perpetual session a body of men
nonpartisan, juodicious, wise, and Incorruptible. Yes, in your mind.
You can have anything in your mind. Imagination ls unlimited and
it is very delightful to wander around among possible impossibilities.
Just think of a nonpartisan free trader sitting on a tariff tax. Of
course, he would be above any prejudice except his own. I saw one
Tariff Commission sit in 1882, and its report was not enacted into
law. All its mistakes were, and the result was satisfactory to nobody.”

The flexible tariff should be repealed. It disturbs business and
dampens business initiative. Changes in tariff rates onece in a while by
Congress are often bad enough, but the power to disturb business by
changing tariff rates any time the executive functionaries see fit is
worse. It spells bureaueracy in its worst form.

The investigations are largely secret. They have to be. It is not
a lawsuit. It is an investigation looking to a change in the law. The
Tarif Commission is not a court. The so-called hearing is merely to
get additional information like a congressional committee hearing.
It bears no possible resemblance to a court trial. Fixing the tax rate
is a political act and can not be made into a litigation. The commis-
sion and the President may seek information by conversations with
experts or with anyone else. Congress has to fix tariff rates in the
open after full debate, and take the responsibility. To a considerable
extent the flexible investigation must necessarily be ex parte.

This flexible scheme is no longer to be based upon supposed dif-
ferences in cost of production. The law expressly directs the President
to fix tariff rates which will equalize competitive conditions. This
expression means anything one wishes it to mean. It is indefinite. It
establishes no clear-cut rule of action. It is rank nonsense to call such
an elastlc formula a mere fact-finding process. Under it, within cer-
tain nominal limits, the President can do anything he likes, thus
exercising an absolute uncontrolled discretion.

He can change the classifiecation from one paragraph to another. He
can change the ad wvalorem to the American valuation. This wounld
often increase the duty several hundred per cent. That is no fact-
finding process. It has the same effect as new legislation.

The mere threat to start an investigation for a change will put every
importing and domestic industry affected in political fear of the will of
the administration. This scheme sets up an executive political power
over business, the like of which was never known in America; com-
pared with which the worst possible manipulation of ordinary political
spoils is harnrless child’s play.

Moreover, under any flexible scheme a Democratic President or com-
mission could reduce duties over the heads of a Republican Congress,
and a Republican President or commission could increase duties in
deflance of a Democratic Congress. Buch change in the tax rate by
the Executive could not claim a popular sanction. It would lack the
support and approval of the popular representatives intrusted by the
Constitution with the taxing power.

How any believer in American Institutions, Democrat or Republican,
can stand for giving such drastic, autocratic power over American busi-
ness to executive functionaries, be they commission or President, and
whatever their ability and learning, is a mystery. It is supported by no
orthodox Republican or Democratic doctrine. It has not a political leg
to stand on. :

This discussion does not invelve the political question of * protection ™
or “tariff for revenue.,” The question of having a flexible tariff is a
nonpartisan question.

If this is to remain a Government of laws and not of men, the flexible
tarif must go. The most far-reaching governmental power, the power
to tax is the power to destroy, 1s practically exercised behind the scenes,
more or less in the dark, securely buried in the wilds of our ecircumlocu-
tion office at Washington. That is the worst form of Federal bureau-
cracy yet invented.
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When the Federal bureauerats arbitrarily construe or arbitrarily
apply a tax law there is a judicial remedy to correet their action in
the courts. But the act of fixing the future tax rate is, in its very
nature, not subject to judicial review. It is not a justiclable matter,
The courts can not be made to indirectly take part in the purely political
act of fixing the future tax rate. Consequently when the President fixes:
the amount of a future tax rate he can wantonly and arbitrarily
destroy my property or put me out of business, and 1 have no redress
whatsoever,

This strikingly distinguishes such absolute, unrestrained power from
the limited and restrained action of the Interstate Commeree Commis-
sion in fixing reasonable rates for carriers’ public services, which can
neither be confiseatory nor arbitrary. Moreover, the whele matter of
thus fixing tariff rates through an Executive commission is so hidden,
confused, and deceptive, so lost in the wilds of our eircumlocution
office In Washington, so irresponsible in its nature, that the citizen
affected, perhaps put out of business, has practieally no political redress
for abuse of power. There is no one he can hold responsible
politically.

This whole flexible-tariff business would have been anathema to
Thomas Jefferson, to SBamuel J. Tilden, to Grover Cleveland, and to
most of our great Republican statesmen of former days. Have we
now gone soft? If we are willing to have our very right to do busi-
ness granted us by the favor of a commission of Washington bureau-
cratic experts, however upright or however learned, we might as well
stop talking about American liberty and turn everything over to a
dictator such as Lenin or Mussolini and be done with eonstitutional
government,

The above explains why the present flexible tariff has not taken the
tariff out of politics and why ne flexible tariff can do so. The tariff
is purely amd necessarily a political question.

The Archangel Gabriel himeelf can not accurately find the supposed
“ differences In competitive conditions” without using a legislative
discretion. To attempt tariff making by such a formula is unsound and
impractical and grossly unfair to business,

Changing the personnel of the Tariff Commission can not help matters.
That merely changes the men who shall do the guessing.

In his testimony before the speeial investigation committee, Thomas
Walker Page said:

“ 1 think that there are enough uncertainties In business, even under
the best of conditions, and I think that the feeling of uncertainty and
of insecurity is greatly increased when it is impossible for the producer
to know at what time the rates of the tarlff are going to be changed.
When they feel, at least, that they are under a constant threat of a
change in the tax on imports they can not with any feeling of safety
make their commitments for future operations. It is, therefore, a
deterrent to business. It prevents sound business. It adds a specula-
tive interest which I think is highly undesirable. I might also gay
that one of the serious defects in the proposal for a flexible tariff is, as
I have said elsewhere, the danger that the flexibility will be perverse.
You can not make investigations which will justify a change in the
rate until the perlod of production is completed to which the investi-
gation relates. Now, the following period of production may be subject
to econditions that are different from the perlod which has been under
investigation. If, therefore, you change your rates so as to accord with
results, or investigation, of one period, they might be totally wrong for
the period which follows.”

In conclusion there is a deliberate snake in the flexible provision
which should be motlced. It professes to be a falr and equal scheme,
It is not. As to every ad valorem rate the President may lower the
existing rate 50 per cent. But when he comes to ad valorem rates he
can go far above 5O per cent by shifting the duty to the so-called
American selling price. “That makes the scheme one-sided and unfair
in operation.

CONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGES

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, on February 27, I
called to the attention of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Danison] certain legislation that had passed the Senate the
day previous with reference to the construction of two bridges
in Maryland. I told him at the time that I had information re-
garding the activities of certain individuals interested in the cor-
poration seeking the franchises. I was assured by the gentleman
from Illinois, as the Recorp will show, that I would be given
an opportunity to appear before his committee prior to the re-
porting of the bills. The bills have been reported to the House,
but the gentleman from Illinois did not keep the promise he
made to me on the floor. Therefore I ask unanimous consent
that I be permitted to extend my remarks in the Recorp and
print the argument I proposed to submit to the subcommittee
of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, if I bad
been given the opportunity.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks by printing an argument
he intended to make before the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce. Is there objection?
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Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I object. I want to state, in
view of what the gentleman from Missouri has said, that the
failure of the committee to hear the gentleman was entirely an
oversight, and if there is any parliamentary way it can be done
I will ask that the bills be referred back to the committee, in
order to give the gentleman from Missouri an opportunity to
have a hearing. Can that be done?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it can be done by unani-
mous consent,

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill (S. 3421) to authorize the Tidewater Toll Properties
(Ine.), its legal representatives and assigns, to construct, main-
tain, and operate a bridge across the Choptank River at a point
at or near Cambridge, Md., and the bill (8. 3422) to authorize
the Tidewater Toll Properties (Ine.), its legal representatives
and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across
the Patuxent River, south of Burch, Calvert County, Md., be
referred back to the committee for further hearing. There
was no intention, of course, to prevent the gentleman from Mis-
souri from being heard, but in the consideration of many other
matters pending before the committee, the gentleman’s request
E*as overlooked. I want to give him ample opportunity to be

eard.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent that the two bills referred to be recommitted to
the committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that in
consideration of certain District bills to-day the usual Consent
Calendar rules may be used.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unan-
imous consent that such bills from the District Committee as
may be offered to-day be considered under the rules relating
to the Consent Calendar. Is there objection?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object—
which I do not expect to do—I think this would be a good time
to call to the attention of the House the conditions under
which one District of Columbia bill passed this House the last
time the District Committee had a day. A certain bill was
reported to allow the Masonic Temple Association, in Wash-
ington, to erect a portion of their. building higher than the
building regulations of the District permit. When that bill
came up for consideration, I asked for certain information, but
the information given was not accurate. The gentleman who
gave it to me was not at fault, because the plans of the asso-
ciation had not been fairly disclosed to the committee. By
reason of the information given me I did not make the objection
to the bill which T would have made. The bill passed and has
become law. Since that time certain facts have been developed
of which Congress was not aware. First, that instead of being
gimply a fraternal structure that would be an ornament to the
city, in a conspicuous location, a part of the project is a com-
mercial one, the erection of several apartment houses, so that
Congress gave consent to an exception to the building regula-
tions in connection with a commercial project. This Congress
would not have done it if we had known the facts. Secondly, the
portion of the structure that is to be higher than the building
regulations would have permitted, as mow planned by the
architeets, is to be practically a replica of the Lincoln Memorial.

In other words, we are permitting, in connection with a semi-
fraternal and semicommercial project, the placing, in a very
conspicuous part of the city, of a replica of the Lincoln Memo-
rial, to some extent taking away the unique beauty that char-
acterizes that structure. I do not know what authority, if any,
the Fine Arts Commission and the National Capital Park and
Planning Commission may have left to them, but I hope they
have enough authority that they can prevent the desecration of
the Lincoln Memorial by uniting it with this pending proposition.
[Applause.] I think there ought not to have been that excep-
tion for any commercial project. However, that has gone by,
and I only take this time to express the hope that the Commit-
tee on the District of Columbia in any legislation they are going
to bring before the House to-day will know the facts.

Mr. ARENTZ. The gentleman has lots of followers, so why
not introduce a bill to repeal that bill?

Mr. CRAMTON. I think that would be very desirable,

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman from Michigan yield for
a question?

Mr, CRAMTON, Certainly.

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman said that the time had gone
by, but is there not a remedy that we could now apply by appro-
priate legislation? Have they acquired rights that we could not
take away from them?
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Mr. CRAMTON. No. If the Congress would pass the legis-
lation, it wonld still be in time,

Mr. GARNER. Why does not the gentleman introduce the
necessary legislation and try to remedy the sitnation?

Mr, CRAMTON. I will be very pleased to do that and see|
how far we may get with it.

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I renew my request.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Connecticut?

There was no objection.

NATIONAL SOCIETY SONS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION IN WASH-
INGTON, D. C.

Mr., McLEOD., Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 3048)
to exempt from taxation certain property of the National
Society Sons of the American Revolution in Washington, D. C.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the property situated in square 196 in the
city of Washington dem:rihed as lot 10, together with all the furniture
and furnishings now In and upon premises 1227 Bixteenth Street NW.,
occupied by the National Soclety of the Sons of the American Revolu-
tion, be, and the same is hereby, exempt from and after August 286,
1927, from all taxation so long as the same is so occupied and used,
subject to the provisions of section 8 of the act approved March 8, 1877,
providing for exemptions of church and school property, and acts
amendatory thereof.

With the following committee amendment :

Page 1, line 9, strike out the words “August 26, 1927,” and insert
“ the date of the approval of this act by the President.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to ask the gentleman if this property is used in any
sense for the purpose of raising revenue in behalf of the society?

Mr. McLEOD. I understand it is not.

Mr. HOWARD. Does the gentleman know it is not?

2 Mré McLEOD. From the information the committee has, it
not.

Mr. HOWARD. Until the gentleman ecan tell me positively it
is not, I shall have to object.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOWARD. Yes,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I am going to suggest an amendment on
page 2, after the word “1is,” to insert the word * exclusively,”
80 as to provide “ g0 long as the same is exclusively so occupied.”
I think this would cover it, because then it must be exclusively
occupied by the Sons of the American Revolution. I have in
mind the same thing the gentleman has.

Mr. HOWARD. That would help, but I want to know that
no citizen will ever be charged for entry upon these premises.

Mr. McLEOD. The testimony the committee received from
the Sons of the American Revolution was that all functions
held on these premises, whatever their object might be, were
always free and open only to those individuals, and with the
amendment suggested by the gentleman from New York [Mr.
LAGuarpIA] I can not see what objection the gentleman could
have to the bill.

Mr. HOWARD. I suggest to the gentleman he make the
amendment a little stronger. That is not strong enough for me,

Mr, McLEOD. I may say further to the gentleman from
Nebraska that this is identical with the bill passed with respect
to the Daughters of the American Revolution.

Mr. HOWARD. That may be. It is identical with the
Masonic and Odd Fellow measures, and I belong to all of them,
but I believe in everything paying taxes, where there is any
money received from the property. We had better pass it over
until the gentleman perfects the amendment,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. HOWARD. I object for the present, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker-

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Georgia rise?

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, in connection with the bill that
has just been called up, I ask unanimous consent that there
may be inserted in the Recorp an adverse report of the District
Commissioners on this bill, which report has been omitted from
the committee report, in order that the Members of the House
may be informed of the reasons the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict do not think this bill should be enacted into law.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent to insert in the Recorp an adverse report of the
Commissioners of the District of Columbla on the bill just
called up, Is there objection?

There was no objection,
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The matter referred to follows:

COMMISSIONERS OF THE DisTRICT OF COLUMBIA,
Washington, D. O., December £8, 1929,
Hon. F. N. ZIHLMAN,
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Sim: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor
to submit the following on H, R. 3048, Seventy-first Congress, first
session, entitled “A bill to exempt from taxation certain property of the
National Boclety Sons of the American Revolution in Washington,
D. C.,” which you referred to them for econsideration and report.

Under existing law property used for educational, charitable, and
religious purposes is exempted from taxation if it fulfills certain require-
mente. This is a general law. Under eertain special laws other prop-
erties of philanthropic or patriotic character have beem exempted. The

" total exemptions which have been made of property in the District of
Columbia for these purposes amounts to $75,000,000. The commis-
sioners have had other bills referred to them providing for a special
law which would increase the present large amount of exempt property.
Soch laws tend to shift the burden of taxation from the few directly
interested to the gemeral public. The commissioners believe it to be a
sounder fundamental policy to insist that the founders and members of
organizations which are not purely charitable, educational, or religious,
and therefore whese property would not be exempt under the present
general law, should pay taxes for such property and recognize such
an obligation in the founding of their institutions and the calculations
of their budgets.

For the reasons given above the commissioners are constrained to
recommend adverse action on this bill.

Very truly yours,
PrESIDENT BoARD oF COMMISSIONERS
oF THE DiSTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

CONSTREUCTION OF PRIVATE AND SEMIPUELIC BUILDINGS IN CERTAIN
AREAS OF THE NATIONAL CAPITAL

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (8. 2400) to
regulate the height, exterior design, and construction of private
?.Jnd semipublic buildings in certain areas of the National

apital.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in view of the provisions of the Constitution
respecting the establishment of the seat of the National Government,
the duties it imposed upon Congress in connection therewith, and the
solicitude shown and the efforts exerted by President Washington in the
planning and development of the Capital City, it is hereby declared that
such development should proceed along the lines of good order, good
taste, and with due regard to the public interests involved, and a reason-
able degree of control should be exercised over the architecture of pri-
vate or semipublie bulldings adjacent to publie bulldings and grounds of
major importance, To this end, hereafter when applieation is made for
permit for the erection or alteratlon of any building, any portion of
which is to front or abut upon the grounds of the Capitol, the grounds
of the White House, the portion of Pennsylvania Avenue extending
from the Capitol to the White House, Rock Creek Park, the Zoological
Park, the Rock Creek and Potomac Parkway, Potomac Park, the Mall
park gystem and publie buildings adjacent thereto, or abmtting upon any
street bordering any of sald grounds or parks, the plans therefor, so far
as they relate to height and appearance, color, and textore of the mate-
rials of exterior construection, shall be submitted by the Commissioners
of the District of Columbia to the Comumission of Fine Arts; and the
said commission shall report promptly to said commissioners its recom-
mendations, including such changes, If any, as in its. judgment are
necessary to prevent r bly avoidable impairment of the publie
values belonging to such publie building or park ; and said commissioners
shall take such action as shall, in their judgment, effect reasonable com-
plinnce with such recommendation : Provided, That if the said Commis-
¢ion of Fine Arts fails to report its approval or disapproval of such
plans within 80 days, its approval thereof shall be assumed and a permit
may be issued.

Smc. 2. Said Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in consulta-
tion with the National Capital Park and Planning Commission, as early
as practicable after approval of this act, shall prepare plats defining the
areas within which application for building permits shall be submitted
to the Commission of Fine Arts for its recommendations,

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

DOG TAXES

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 11403)
to amend an aect entitled “An act to create a revenue in the
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District of Columbia by levying tax upon all dogs therein, to
make such dogs personal property, and for other purposes,” as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
desire to ask the chairman of the committee a guestion. About
a year ago a committee was created to make a study of the
licensing laws of the District for the purpose of drafting a bill
to replace the law passed in 1902, which is now obsolete in
many features. I ask if any progress has been made in the
committee with respect to this proposed act.

Mr. McLEOD. I do not believe so. I do not think that has
been considered so far this session.

Mr. GIBSON. I will say to the chairman of the committee
that the District officials are very much concerned about the
situation. In the application of the present law certain activi-
ties are subject to exorbitant taxes. I mention this as one of
the injustices of the present law. Many activities are charged
ridiculously low fees and many are not included by reason of
changed conditions.

Mr. McLEOD. The gentleman knows that I am in sympathy
with him, and it is the intention of the committee to reach it
as soon as possible.

Mr. TARVER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
I think it proper that the membership of the House should be
informed as to the nature of this bill, before granting consent.
I do not propose myself to enter an objection. This is not a
bill of the character you think it is by reading the title. It is
a bill to raise the salary of the official dog catcher from about
$2,300 to approximately $3,000—the exact figures I do not re-
call. I call your attention also to the fact that the personnel
classification board, which has had under consideration the
appeal of this official for higher classification has denied the
appeal and the Distriet Commissioners have adversely reported
on the proposed increase of salary. If no one has an objection
I shall enter no formal objection myself, but I felt that you
should be acquainted with, the facts,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An aot to create a revenne
in the District of Columbia by levying a tax upon all dogs therein, to
make such dogs personal property, and for other purposes,” approved
June 19, 1878 (20 Stat. 173), as amended, be, and the same is hereby,
amended by Inserting, following section 9, a new section to read as
follows :

“Erc. 10. In order to carry out properly and effectively the duties
imposed upon him by Congress the poundmaster is hereby given author-
ity a= a special police officer of the Metropolitan Pelice Department of
the District of Columbia, with authority to make arrests in the per-
formance of his duty, and he shall receive a salary at the rate of
£3,080 per annum.”

Sve. 2 Section 10 is amended to read as follows:

“ EBec. 11. That all acts or parts of acts now in force in the District
of Columbia inconsistent with the provisions of this act be, and the

-game are hereby, repealed.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

FOR THE DISPOSAL OF COMBUSTIBLE REFUSE FROM PLACES OUTSIDE
OF THE CITY OF WABHINGTON

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 9767,
for the disposal of combustible refuse from places outside of
the city of Washington.

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objeetion.

Mr. McLEOD. Mr., Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill 8. 4221 be substituted for the House bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the Distriet of Colum-
bia be, and they are hereby, authorized to enter into agreement with the
Board of County Commissi s of Mont; ¥ County, State of Mary-
land; the Board of County Commissioners of Prince Georges County,
State of Maryland; the Board of Supervisors of Arlington County, State
of Virginia, and/or with the several municipalities, taxing areas, and
communities within the counties aforesald having power and authority
to enter into such agreements, said agreements to permit said counties,
municipalities, taxing areas, and communities to dispose of combustible
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material in the incinerators built by the District of Columbia under
authority of the act approved March 4, 1929, entitled “An act authoriz-
ing the acquisition of land in the Distriet of Columbia and the con-
struction thereon of two modern high-temperature incinerators for the
destruction of combustible refuse, and for other purposes,” in such kind
and quantities, at sueh times, and for such fees as the said Commis-
gloners of the District of Columbia shall specify: Provided, That said
counties, municipalities, taxing areas, and communities shall make col-
lections of such material with their own equipment and shall obtain
permits from the District of Columbia for hauling or transporting the
material over routes within the District of Columbia to be. designated
by the said commissioners. The commissioners shall have the right to
suspend or revoke such agreements if found necessary for -the proper
and successful operation of these incinerators, or for any other reason.

. Mr. LAGUARDIA. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Michigan a question. Does the gentleman believe that the city
of Washington is sufficiently protected in not having its streets
used for the garbage carts of neighboring municipalities going
either way to the District incinerator?

Mr. McLEOD. They are going through streets only desig-
nated by the commissioners,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We have gone through this thing in my
own city. The objection is that the garbage wagons must go
through the streets of the city to get to the incinerator. If
you are going to make a dumping ground for Maryland and Vir-
ginia, yon ought to go slow and not have all of the garbage
drawn through the sireets of the city.

Mr. McLEOD. The committee felt that, according to the
testimony given, there will be considerable money saved for the
District of Columbia. In going through the streets, that matter
comes within the jurisdiction of the commissioners, who desig-
nate certain streets for the passage of the garbage wagons.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reducing the cost of garbage disposal
and an increase of the stench from garbage wagons going
through the streets would be too big a price to pay, but I pre-
sume the committee has looked into it.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid oa the table.

A similar House bill was laid on the table.

AUTHORIZING THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT TO SETTLE
CLAIMS AND SBUITE AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 9996, an
act authorizing the Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia
to settle claims and suits against the District of Columbia, ap-
proved February 11, 1929.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (a) of section 1 of the act
entitled “An act authorizing the Commissioners of the District of
Columbia to settle claims and suits against the District of Columbia,"
approved February 11, 1929, be, and the same hereby is, amended to
read as follows:

“(a) Arlses out of the negligence or wrongful act, ecither of com-
mission or omission, of any officer or employee of the District of
Columbia for whose negligence or acts the District of Columbia, if a
private individual, would be liable prima facie to respend in damages,
jrrespective of whether such negligence occurred or such acts were
done in the performance of a municipal or a governmental function of
gald District: Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall
be construed as depriving the District of Columbia of any defense it
may have to any suit, either at law or in equity, which may be
instituted against it.”

With the following committee amendment :

Page 2, line 14, after the word “it,” insert the following language:
“or to give any person, corporation, partnership, or association any
right to institute any suit against the Distriet of Columbla which did
not exist prior to the passage of this act.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

AMENDING SECTION 601, SUBCHAPTER 3, CODE OF LAWBS, DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill 3144, to amend
seetions 599, 600, and 601 of subchapter 3 of the Code of Laws
for the District of Columbia, which I send to the desk and ask
to have read.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
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Mr, LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
Jject, is this the board of directors bill?

Mr. STOBBS. Yes. I am going to offer an amendment which
I think will satisfy the gentleman’s objection. I shall provide
in the amendment that this shall be applicable only to mis-
sionary and religious organizations.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it emacted, eto., That sections 599, 800, and 601 of subchapter 3
of the Code of Laws for the Distriet of Columbia be, and the same are
hereby, amended to read as follows:

“ BEc. 599, Certificate: Any three or more persons of full age, citizens
of the United States, who desire to associate themselves for benevolent,
charitable, eduecational, literary, musical, scientific, religious, or mis-
sionary purposes, including societies formed for mutual improvement or
for the purpose of religious worship, may make, sign, and acknowledge,
before any officer authorized to take acknowledgment of deeds in the
Distriet, and file in the office of the recorder of deeds, to be recorded
by him, a certificate in writing, in which shall be stated—

; * First. The name or title by which such society shall be known in
aw.

“Becond. The term for which it is organized, which may be perpetual.

“ Third. The particular business and cbjects of the society.

“ Fourth. The number of its trustees, directors, or managers for the
first year of its existence.

* Bec. 600. Bigners incorporated : Upon filing their certificates the
persons who shall have signed and acknowledged the same and their
associates and successors shall be a body politie and corporate, by.
the name stated in such certificate; and by that name they and their
successors may have and use & common seal, and may alter and change
the same at pleasure, and may make by-laws and elect officers and
agents, and may take, receive, hold, and convey real and personal estate
necessary for the purposes of the soclety as stated in their certificate:
Provided, however, That this section shall not be construed to exempt
any property from taxation in addition to that now specifically exempted
by law.

“ Brc. 601, Trustees: Buch Incorporated soclety may elect its trus-
tees, directors, or managers at such time and place and in such manner
as may be specified in its by-laws, who shall have the control and man-
agement of the affairs and funds of the society, and a majority of whom
ghall be a quorum for the transaction of business, unless a less number
be specified as a quorum in the by-laws; and whenever any vacancy
shall happen In such board of trustees, directors, or managers the va-
ecancies shall be filled in such manner as ghall be provided by the by-
laws of the society.”

With the following committee amendments:

Page 1, line 8, strike out the letter “8" in the word * sections.”

Page 1, line 3, strike out “ 599, 600, and.”

Line 4, strike out the word “ are " and insert the word * ia.”

Line 8, strike out all of lines 6, T, 8, 9, 10, on page 1, and lines 1 Lo
24, inclusive, on page 2, and lines 1 and 2 on page 3.

Mr. STOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment,
which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Sroses: Page 3, line 8 after the word
“ business,” strike out “ unless a less number be specified as a guorum in
the by-laws,” and strike out the period after the word “ society,” in
line 12, and insert the following after the word * soclety,” in line 12;
# Provided, That any soclety formed for religious or missionary pur-
poses may provide in its by-laws for a less number than a majority of
its trustees to constitute a guorum.” -

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the gentle-
man insert the word * only " after the word * formed,” so that
it will read *“ only for religious and missionary purposes.”

Mr. STOBBS. That will be satisfactory.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think it should be made clear that it
refers to a society organized only for religious and missionary
purposes.

Mr. STOBBS. I accept the snggestion.

Mr: LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I offer that as an amend-
ment.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment to the
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUARDIA to the amendment offered by
Mr. StoBBs : After the word * formed " Insert the word “ only.”

The LaGuardia amendment to the amendment offered by
Mr. Stosss was agreed to, and the Stobbs amendment was agreed
to. The committee amendments were agreed {

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.
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The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to amend section
601 of subchapter 3 of the Code of Laws for the District of
Columbia.” -

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

SALE OF DANGEROUS WEAPONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 9641,
to control the possession, sale, transfer, and use of dangerous
weapons in the District of Columbia, to provide penalties, -to
presecribe rules of evidence, and for other purposes.

The Clerk reported the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What bill is this?

Mr. McLEOD. It is the dangerous weapon bill.

Ob?dr. LAGUARDIA. O Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to
ect.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, T rise to a point of order. The
Chair announced, after inquiring if there was objection, that
there was no objection, and it seems to me that the gentleman
from New York comes too late with his reservation.

The SPEAKER. Technically, the objection came too late;
but if a Member is not familiar with the bill being called up
under circumstances like these, the Chair is always disposed to
recognize him to object. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, my objection to the bill is
that in providing for the issuance of a permit a citizen is re-
quired to give a bond for $500. It seems to me that a citizen
getting a permit to protect his personal property or person
should not be required to give a bond. Certainly the racketeer
and the gangster do not give bonds, and they carry guns. The
business man under this legislation would be compelled to ob-
tain a permit to protect his business against such intrusion and,
in addition, give a bond.

Mr. COLE. Does the gentleman from New York intend to
permit competitive shooting contests?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman from Iowa think that
a bond would prevent such a thing? I think the law-abiding
citizen who needs a gun to protect his business should not be
compelled to give a bond.

Mr. COLE. Instead of furnishing guns to ecitizens, would it
not be better to take them away from racketeers and gunmen?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Undoubtedly, that would be ideal, but we
can not legislate for such a thing. I shall not object to the bill,
but I shall offer an amendment at the proper time, and let the
House decide.

The SPEAKER.
the bill?

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I object.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr, Craven, its principal clerk,
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment a
bill of the House of the following title:

H. R.10651. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at
or near Wellsburg, W. Va.

The message also announced that the Senate insists upon its
amendments to the bill (H. R. 7955) entitled “An act making
appropriations for the military and nonmilitary activities of the
War Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and
for other purposes,” disagreed to by the House; agrees to the
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. Reep, Mr. Jongs, Mr.
BingHAM, Mr. GreENE, Mr. Hagris, and Mr. KExpeIcE to be
the conferees on the part of the Senate.

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R.
12236) making appropriations for the Navy Department and
the naval service, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and
for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con-
sidét;ation of the naval appropriation bill, with Mr. Hoca in the
chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration
of the bill, H. R. 12236, which the Clerk will report by title.

LXXII—553

Is there objection to the consideration of
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The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 12236) making appropriations for the Navy Depart-
ment and the naval service, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931,
and for other purposes.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman,
Kansas use some of his time?

Mr. AYRES. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Braxn] 60 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized
for 60 minutes. [Applause.]

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Mr. Chairman and members of the
committee, in the * Foreword” of one of his books a noted
author says:

There is in the nature of every man a longing to see and know the
strange places of the world. Life imprisons us all in its coil of eir-
cumstance, and the dreams of romance that eolor boyhood still linger
with us as the years pass by. They stir at the sight of a white-sailed
ship beating out to the wide sea, the smell of tarred rope on a blackened
wharf, or the touch of the cool little breeze that rises when the stars
come out will waken them again. Somewhere over the rim of the world
lies romance, and every heart yearns to go and find it.

So it is with Members of the American Congress. In looking
after the special interests of our constituents, in the discharge
of our duties to the country at large and our own States, and
particularly in the work of our respective committees, the mind
often tires, and it is restful, if not helpful, to let our thoughts
now and then roam in other fields and linger on other subjects.

Our duties are so constant and taxing and along entirely dif-
ferent lines, it is now and then a relief to Members to give heed
to information upon suhject matters to which one has not given
a special study and in which the taxpayers of this Republie
have a common interest, At least it is so with me, and I take it
that all of us, in the main, think and feel alike,

So far as the banking institutions and the business people of
the United States are concerned, the country may be divided
into two groups:

First, those who collect interest.

Second, those who pay interest.

If this, as a rule, is a sound analysis of the situation, then
all classes of people are interested in the Federal reserve system
and the proper functioning of the 12 Federal reserve banks, and
particularly the payment by the 12 Federal reserve banks of a
franchise tax to the Treasury of the United States in accordance
with the letter and the spirit of the law.

Section T of the Federal reserve act is as follows:

8pc. 7. After all necessary expenses of a Federal reserve bank have
been paid or provided for, the stockholders shall be entitled to receive
an annual dividend of 6 per cent on the paid-in capital stock, which
dividend shall be cumulative. After the aforesaid dividend claims have
been fully met, the net earnings shall be paid to the United States as a
franchise tax except that the whole of such net earnings, including
those for the year ending December 31, 1918, shall be paid into a surplus
fund until it shall amount to 100 per cent of the subscribed eapital stock
of such bank, and that thereafter 10 per cent of such net earnings shall
be paid into the surplus.

I may say, in passing, that on May 2, 1930, I introduced a bill
(H. R. 12096) which reads as follows:
H. R. 12096, SBeventy-first Congress, second session
A bill to amend section 7 of the Federal reserve act

Be it enacted, etec., That section T of the Federal reserve act be
amended by adding at the end of the first paragraph, and after the word
“gurplus,” in the thirteenth line thereof, a new paragraph to read as
follows :

“ From the amount of the net earnings which remains to be pald to
the United States as franchise tax, as above provided, and before the
same is so paid, there shall be paid annually to the member banks of
the Federal reserve system a sum equivalent to 2 per cent of their paid-in
capital stock.”

I want to speak on this bill at some future time. The fol-
lowing statement shows the gross earnings, gross expenses, and
the net earnings from 1914 to 1926 of the 12 Federal Reserve
Banks. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to extend my
remarks by inserting a statement of these amounts in the
record. .

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the reguest of the
gentleman from Georgia?

There was no objection.

Following are the tables referred to:

The following statement shows the total gross earnings, expenses,
and the net earnings of the 12 banks of the Federal reserve system
from 1914 to 1926; and likewise shows the gross earnings, the ex-
penses, and the net earnings of each one of these 12 banks,

will the gentleman from
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Gross earnings for Federal reserve system. $678, 999, 660
Total expenses for Federal reserve system. 257, 144, 956
| Net earnings for Federal reserve system___ AL 421, ,T04
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, Atlanta____________ 31, 712, 460
Total for Federal reserve, Atlanta____________ 12, 5286, 915
Net earnings for Federal reserve, Atlanta_____________ 10, 185, 645
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, Boston_ - _______ 46, 012, 482

tal expenses for Federal reserve, Boston. . ____ 17, 291, 663
Net earnings for Federal reserve, Boston__.__________ 28 720, 819
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, New York__ — 203, 663, 709
Total expenses for Federal reserve, New York. 60, 176, 457
Net earnings for Federal reserve, New York._____ 143, 487, 252
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, Philadelphia_. 49, 378, 075
Total ex for Federal reserve, Philadelphia_______ 18, 108, 861
Net earnings for Federal reserve, Philadelphia__________ 81, 269, 214
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, Cleveland . ___ 56, 243, 852
Total expenses for Federal reserve, Cleveland o 22, 78T, 658
Net earn lgu for Federal reserve, Cleveland____________ 33, 456, 294
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, Richméhd_ _______ 32, 966, 111
Total expenses for Kederal reserve, Richmond.._ 13, 250, 004
Net earnings for Federal reserve, Richmond_

19, 716, 107
08 53

Gross earnin for Federal reserve, Chicago_ ,
-1 o 35, 493, 609

Total expenses for Federal 1-:319:31'\1'%E Chicago__
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Total expenses for Federal reserve, St. Lonls e  $13, 812, 617
Net earnings for Federal reserve, St. Louis_ ____________ 15, 206, 670
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, Minneapolis__.______. 23, 124, 687

Total expenses for Federal reserve, Minneapolis_
Net earnings for Federal reserve, Minneapolis____
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, Kansas Cit
Total expenses for Federal reserve, Kansas City___
Net earnings for Federal reserve, sag City____
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, Dallas

Total expenses for Federal reserve, Dallas______________
Net earnings for Federal reserve, Dallas

Gross earnings for Federal reserve, San Francisco
Total expenses for Federal reserve, San Francisco__.___
Net earnings for Federal reserve, San Francisco

-

90
124

3, 806,
27, 385,
In equity and good conscience the met earnings of these banks belong
to the taxpayers of the United States, and if the Federal reserve system
iz ever abolished these net earnings, after paying what Is due to the
stockholders, should go into the Treasury of the United States.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. 1 want first to call your attention
to the gross earnings of these Federal reserve banks for these
12 years. They amounted to 3678999,660. Also to the gross

Net earn for Federal reserve, Chicago____ ~T 2. 590, 644 | expenses for the same period, which amount to $257,144,956 ; and
Qross earnings for Federal reserve, St Toas o 29, 019, 287 | to the net earnings for the period, which amount to $421,854,704.
Statement showing gross and net earnings of oll Federal rcserve banks, and dispogition made of all earnings, 1911929

Disposition of net earnings
Expenses,
Years Gross earn- depreciation, | Net earnings Franchise Profit (+
ings allowances, Dividends | Transterred to| taxpeidto | Frofit 5_;
ete. d surplus U. 8. Gov- | . oied forward
ernment
1914-15. $2,173, 252 $2, 314, 711 —$141, 450 $217, 463 -
1616 5,217,008 | - 2 467, 000 2, 750, 998 (T By ST SRR R [ e e
1917 18, 128, 339 8, 548, 732 9, 579, 607 6,801, 726 §1,134, 234 $1, 134, 234
1918 67, 554, 417 14, 868, 107 52,716, 310 5, 540, 684 48 334 341 rod
1919 102, 380, 583 | . 24,013, 079 78, 367, 504 5,011,832 70, 651, 778 2,703, B4
1920__ 181,206,711 | - 32,001, 937 149, 204, 774 5, 654, 018 82, 016, 014 60, 724, 742
1921 122, 865, 866 40, 778, 641 82, 087, 225 6, 110, 673 15, 993, 088 59, 074, 406
1022 50, 408, 600 4, 000, 963 16, 497, 736 6, 307, 035 —650, 004 10, 850, 805
50, 708, 566 37,907, 280 12,711, 286 6, 552, 717 2, 545, 513 3,613, 058
1924 38, 340, 449 34, 622, 260 3,718, 180 6, 682, 494 =3, 077, 962 113, 646
1525 41, 800, 706 82, 351, 640 9, 440, 066 6, 015, 958 2,473, 808 58, 300
1926. 47, 500, 505 30, 987, 850 16, 611, 745 7,429, 160 8, 464, 426 818, 150
1927 43, 024, 484 29, 976, 235 13, 048, 240 7,754, 539 5, 044, 110 249, 501
1928, 64, 052, 860 81, 930, 839 82 122,021 8,458, 463 21, 078, 899 2 584,650 |
1920 70, 955, 408 34, 552, 755 36, 402, 741 9, 583, 013 22, 535, 507 4,283, 281
Total. .. 904, 628, 021 389, 412, 038 515, 215, 983 90, 672, 450 207,433, M0 147,100,574 |

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr, Chairman, will my colleague yield?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. WRIGHT. What items go to make up the total of the
gross expenses? What is included?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. That is one reason why I asked for
time to make this address. I want Members of Congress who
seek information upon this question or who are interested in it
to ask themselves that question, and answer how it is possible
for these 12 banks for only 12 years—inasmuch as they do not
pay any money or receive any checks over the counter, or other-
wise carry on an ordinary banking business—could expend
$257,144,956.

The net earnings during this time were $421,854,704.

I ask your careful attention and study of the fizures showing
the amount of gross earnings and the gross expenses of the 12
Federal reserve banks during this period. I also want to call
your attention to the additional fact—and it is a fact—that for
the year 1926 only $818,150 was paid as franchise tax by the
12 Federal reserve banks. In the year 1927 all that the 12
banks paid was $249,501.

In the year 1928 all the banks together paid only $2,584,659,
The total amount paid from 1914 to 1929 is $142.826,343. It is
now approximately around $146,000,000.

But I want to call this to your especial attention: During
the years 1927, 1928, and 1929 the New York Federal Reserve
Bank, the Boston bank, the Philadelphia bank, the Cleveland
bank, and the San Francisco bank did not pay a dollar of
franchise tax. During the years 1927 and 1928 the Chicago
bank paid nothing. During the year 1927 the St. Louis bank,
thehIi);llas bank, the Atlanta bank, and the Richmond bank paid
nothing.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. CRISP. I confess that I am not well versed in the affairs
of the Federal reserve system. Why did these banks not pay a
franchise tax?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. They are required to pay it out
of their net earnings. Later I shall give you an answer to this
question made by Governor Young of the Federal Reserve
Board. It was propounded to him by me when he was a wit-
ness before the Commiftee on Banking and Currency when the

committee was having hearings on branch, chain, and group
banking.

I quoted these figures to Governor Young, and then pro-
pounded this guestion:

What I want to know is why these banks did not pay any franchise
tax during those years?

Governor Young’s reply was as follows, and I think it is only
fair to him to use his own language:

Governor Youwna. Solely because of the law. The law permits the
accumulation of a surplus 100 per cent of the subscribed capital of a
reserve bank. Generally speaking, the banks in those sections Increased
their capital, thereby increasing their stock subseription to the Federal
reserve stock, thereby increasing the possibility of imcreasing their
surplus account.

In the other sections where a franchise tax was paid the profits in
previous years were large enough so that they accumulated their
surplus account up to 100 per cent of their subscribed capital, with the
result that the balance went to the Government.

Mr. Braxp. Is it not strange to you, even in the face of your state-
ment, that during all of the hard and lean years of the country from
1920 on down to 1927, these banks paid millions and millions of dollars
of franchise tax into the Treasury and yet these large banks to which
I referred during the years 1927, 1928, and 1929, did not pay a cent?

Governor YouNg. Not strange, under the law.

Mr. DUNBAR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. I yield.

Mr. DUNBAR. Did Governor Young give any indication of
the amount of money that was pledged to capitalization which
otherwise might have gone into franchise tax?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. No; he did not.

Mr. DUNBAR. That would be an important thing to know.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. I have part of the figures here, but
I do not think that that information answers your inquiry or
that of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisr].

Mr. DUNBAR. It would be interesting for us to know it.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Then I asked Governor Young this
question :

By manipulation of figures and other ways of getting around it,
wonld it not be possible that these banks could reach the point where
they would not pay any franchise tax?
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Governor Youne. Your inquiry is that they can juggle the figures
in such a way that they do not have to pay a franchise tax?

Mr. Braxp, Can they do that or something else in such a way as to
avoid paying a franchise tax?

Governor Youne. My answer is no. £

Mr. Bea¥pD. Why do they increase the stock—to keep from paying a
franchise tax or for what reason?

Governor YounG. When a member bank that has a capital stock of
850,000 and increases that capital stock to $100,000, that requires it to

_ ubscribe for that much more stock in the Federal reserve bank.

Then the question arises, as suggested by the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Crisp], and which I am suggesting during this
debate, why do these State member banks and national banks
of the Federal reserve system increase their capital stock when
they do not have to pay in but half of it, and the dividend
they get on that is only 3 per cent? I do not think that the
last question I propounded to Governor Young was an improper
or an intemperate inquiry, when his answer to the former ones
was in effect that the failure to pay any franchise tax for the
years named by me was and is due to an increase of the capital
stock by member banks of the reserve system. If Governor
Young's opinion is accurate and sound and if the member banks
continue to increase their eapital stock purchases, it may be
possible to arrive at the point in the near future when the
Treasury of the United States will not be paid $1 of franchise
tax from any of these Federal reserve banks. That is to say,
if they continue to increase the capital stock. I do not charge
it, but I am not so sure but that it was the deliberate purpose
on the part of some persons connected with the member banks
or the national banks or the Federal reserve banks to adopt
this policy of buying new stock and increasing their capital
with the result that there would be no franchise tax paid into
the Treasury of the United States. I do not say that there is
anything eriminal in what they have done, or anything illegal,
because purchases of this increased capital in the Federal
reserve banks are within the limitations of the law.

Mr. WRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield?

AMr. BRAND of Georgia. I yield.

Mr. WRIGHT. It is fair to assume that they do that because
gt is z:mre profitable to them than to pay a franchise tax, is
t not?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. It is fair to assume, in my judg-
ment, that they are more interested in making money and build-
ing up a great volume of net earnings and fortunes for them-
selves, rather than for the Treasury of the United States.

Mr. WRIGHT. Well, it is more profitable for them.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes; I think so. As every banker
knows, the 12 Federal reserve banks do not pay to member
banks anyr interest, and have never paid any interest, on this re-
serve account. They get the use of this money without any cost
whatever, Member banks of the system are required to keep a
reserve there under section 39 of the Federal reserve act, which
reads as follows:

Every bank, banking association, or trust company which is, or which
becomes, & member of any Federal reserve bank shall establish and
maintain reserve balances with its Federal reserve bank as follows :

(a) If not in a reserve or central reserve city, as now or hereinafter
defined, it shall hold and mwintain with the Federal reserve bank of its
district an actual net balance equal to not less than T per cent of the
aggregate amount of its demand deposits and 3 per cent of its time
deposits.

(b) If in a reserve city, as now or hereafter defined, it shall hold
and maintain with the Federal reserve bank of its district an actual net
balance equal to not less than 10 per cent of the aggregate amount of
its demand deposits and 3 per gent of its time deposits.

In other words, if a member bank not in a reserve or central
reserve city has demand deposits of $250,000, it has to place
with the Federal reserve bank 7 per cent of that, If the bank
has time deposits amounting to $100,000, it has to pay 2 per
cent of that, and the member bank never gets a cent of this
reserve fund by way of interest or otherwise.

In addition to this a State bank, member of the Federal
reserve system, has lost its right, lawfully exercised prior to
the time the bank became a member of the system, to make any
charge for clearing other people’s checks. Prior to becoming a
member of this system the country bank, in eollecting and paying
other people’s checks, had the right to and did make a reason-
able charge for this service, so the member bank not only loses
the use of this reserve fund but they have lost a substantial
source of income, because they are not permitted to make any
exchange charge on payment and collection of checks.

Is it possible that Congress will complacently and passively
look favorably upon a situation like this and do nothing which
will be more beneficial to the member banks? The Government
organized these banks, and when the Federal reserve act was
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passed it was in the mind of Congress that they were to annu-
ally pay a franchise tax out of their net earnings. They make
large annual net earnings, notwithstanding their expense
account is very large. They pay the member banks nothing,
and the time may arrive when none of the 12 Federal reserve
banks will pay the Government anything.

I respectfully insist in this connection that it is a natural
question to consider whether this is right and fair to the Treas-
ury of the United States.

If the increase of thé capital stock of national banks and
State member banks is the reason why no franchise-tax pay-
ments were made by these banks during the years I have
referred to, the question naturally arises, Why did these banks
inerease their capital stock?

Why did these banks increase the capital stock for the years
1926, 1927, 1928, and 102907 What is the real reason why these
national banks and State member banks during the years in-
creased their capital stock when they were only getting 3 per
cent on their paid-in capital stock, based upon the rate of 6
per cent on capital stock subscribed?

If this is the only reason why no franchise tax was paid by
these banks into the Treasury of the United States during the
years 1926, 1927, 1928, and 1929, is it not highly advisable for
Congress to take into consideration the propriety of disallow-
ing member banks, State and national, to make any more
subscriptions to the capital stock of the Federal reserve
system?

What is to hinder all the national and State member banks
of the entire 12 banks of the Federal reserve system from in-
creasing their capital stock and thus depriving entirely the
Treasury of the United States from getting any franchise tax?

Which is preferable and the wisest course to pursue and
adopt: To refuse to allow the member banks of the Federal
reserve system to make any additional subseription of capital
stock of these banks and the Treasury therefore receive a sub-
stantial payment of the franchise tax per annum, or permit
them to continue to subseribe until the point is reached when
none of the 12 Federal reserve banks pays anything as a fran-
chise tax? In other words, these 12 Federal reserve banks, by
such an increase in the capital stock, on the part of national
banks and State member banks, could wipe out entirely or
absorb all the franchise tax.

_If this situation arises and the law remains as it is, the
Treasury of the United States would be benefited in no way by
the Federal reserve system. The member banks, unless the law
is ehanged, would be getting no interest or earnings on account
of their membership in the Federal reserve system, besides los-
ing the exchange on checks, which would leave the 12 Federal
reserve banks in the attitude of absorbing all the profits of the
system.

Taking all these things into consideration, and particularly
the enormous expense of the 12 Federal reserve banks, makes
the same, in my judgment, the most expensive and the most
powerful institution in the history of the world.

To this situation I invite the thought and serious considera-
tion of the American Congress, with the hope that the existing
evil, if any, of the present banking system of the United States
may be remedied.

I particularly insist that the bill which I have introduced,
and to which I have already called your attention, should be
given prompt and favorable consideration and that this bill
should be favorably reported by our committee unless and until
some other bill may be considered and favorably acted upon by
the committee which will afford to member banks some actual
monetary benefit, to which, in my judgment, they are entitled
and are not receiving. [Applause.]

Mr., CRISP, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. I yield.

Mr. CRISP. Aside from the fact that a country bank can
rediscount its papers with a Federal reserve bank, if they are
a member of the banking system, what benefit does the country
bank get from joining the Federal reserve system?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. I am glad the gentleman asked that
question. I propounded the same guestion to Governor Young.
In my judgment, such a bank to which my friend refers does not
get any benefit except the psychological effect it may have upon
people who patronize the bank, as customers, and particularly
depositors, and to some extent, the stockholders. Provided, of
course, such a bank to which the gentleman refers does not want
to borrow any money from them and has no occasion to discount
any eligible paper with them, it would not get any benefit.

Now, before I go any further, I want to answer the inquiry
of my friend from Indiana [Mr. Duxear], who is a member of
the Banking and Currency Committee. He is one of the best
members of that committee, and there sits another one at his
right, my friend Judge Lerrs, who is a very valuable member.
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When these two gentlemen became members it increased the
average of the Banking and Currency Committee. [Applause.]

I have here a statement showing the increase in the capital
stock of the national and State banks for the years 1926, 1927,
1928, and 1929. In 1926 the increase in the capital stock was
$83,357,000, and the Federal reserve bank paid only $818,150
All of the banks only paid that much that year. In 1927 the in-
crease was $136,920,000, and they paid $249591. In 1928 the
increase was $171,749,500, and they only paid $2,584.659. In
1929 the increase was $320,455,125, and these banks paid $4,283,-
231. The total of the increase in the capital stock of the State
member banks and the national banks was $711,653,625, and
they only paid a franchise tax of $7,935,631 for those four years.

I have another statement showing the increase of capital stock
of the national banks, and the increase of stock of the State mem-
ber banks of the Federal reserve system. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that I may be permitted to insert this state-
ment as a part of my address,

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection,

Number of national banks increasing capital stock duri rs 1926,
K 197, 1923, and 1929 DL :

Number

Amount of banks
1926, $49, 440, 000 210
1927 86, 184, 000 238
1928 131, 552, 500 268
1929, 181, 730, 125 335
Total. 448, 906, 625 1,061

Number of State banks, membera of the Federal reserve system, increas-
ing capital stock during 1926, 1927, 1928, and 1929

Number

Amount | bh o
1028 £33, 917, 000 ]
1827___ 48, 908, 000 63
1028 40, 197, 000 72
1829, 138, 725, 000 ]
Total._ 262, 747, 000 2|7

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. It will be a serious question when
and if the 12 Federal reserve banks of this country, by the
increase of the capital stock of the member banks or otherwise
cease to pay to the United States a franchise tax as required
by the law which created them.

Mr. DUNBAR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. DUNBAR. In regard to their not paying anything into
the general Treasury, last year they did pay $2,900,000, or
thereabouts, but in former years they paid as much as
$60,000,000 a year. I presume this was before they resorted to
the practice to which the gentleman has just referred and to
which he objects.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. That is correct. I have been mak-
ing efforts to obtain the amount of the increased capital stock
of Btate and national banks for the years preceding 1926, 1927,
1928, 1929, from the year 1914, and also the amount of franchise
tax paid from 1914 to 1926, but have up to the present time
failed to obtain the amount of tax paid for these years.

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield for a guestion?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes. -

Mr. BRIGGS. Does the gentleman propose to stop these
increased subscriptions for Federal reserve stock and make it
mandatory that these earnings shall be distributed every year
and the franchise tax paid as was the custom some time ago,
and to which the gentleman has already referred?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Well, I am in favor of this law
being carried out strictly and being construed strietly in refer-
ence to the Federal reserve banks, in order that the taxpayers
of the United States may get the benefit of the franchise tax
as provided by the law.

AMr. BRIGGS. In other words, as I understand it, the gen-
tleman thinks the tax ought to be paid in any event, and
whatever appropriation may be necessary ought to be made out
of the Federal Treasury?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. No; I do not think any such thing
and I have.not said anything to indicate that, with all respect
to my friend from Texas. I have made no reference to any
appropriation being made for any purpose. The gentleman
misunderstood me. y

Mr. BRIGGS. I did not mean to misconstrue what the
gentleman has said. I was just trying to interpret what the
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gentleman had stated from its impression upon me. I thought
the gentleman said he wanted the taxes paid.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes; I do. .

Mr. BRIGGS. If the tax is paid, it goes into the Treasury
of the United States.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. BRIGGS. And any disposition of that fund would have
to be made by the Congress.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. That is already provided for in-
another section of the act.

Mr. BRIGGS. That has to be made by the Congress.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Of course. That was provided
for when the act was passed; but if no franchise tax is paid,
that requirement of the law becomes a dead letter.

Mr. BRIGGS. That is the very point I am asking about. The
gentleman wants the tax paid and the distribution of it made
as the Congress has provided.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes; but how can you distribute
the franchise tax when there is none to distribute?

Mr, BRIGGS. If you get it paid in, as the gentleman has
suggested, then there would be something to distribute.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Exactly; and that is what I am
after—to get the franchise tax paid by the 12 Federal reserve
banks into the Treasury of the United States.

Mr. BRIGGS. That is exactly what I understood the gen-
tleman to be contending for.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. That is my position.

Mr. GREEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. GREEN. This may be a little apart from the subject the
gentleman has been discussing, and yet it pertains to the same
subject matter. I am wondering what the gentleman’s opinion
is, if the gentleman is willing to express it, as to the possibility
or the probability with respeet to State banks of the States
passing a guaranty law which would be workable and safe.
Has the gentleman given any thought to that question?

Mr, BRAND of Georgia. A guaranty of deposits?

Mr. GREEN. Yes.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. I have given about six years of
thought to that question, and I will be pleased to answer the
question of the gentleman.

Mr. GREEN. I am asking purely for information.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. There are bills lying in the Banking
and Currency Committee, introduced by two or three members of
the committee, providing for some safety to depositors of insol-
vent banks, one of which I introduced six years ago, providing
that there should be established what is known in my bill as a
guaranty deposit fund, and also providing when a bank becomes
insolvent that the depositors—no other creditors of a failed
bank—but that the depositors should first be paid out of this
guaranty fund. The bill further provides this franchise tax
which we have been discussing and which now amounts to ap-
i;miimately $146,000,000 should constitute this guaranty deposit
un

Mr. GREEN. And in that ease, if that plan is found work-
able, the States could enact similar laws.

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. TARVER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes.

Mr TARVER. The gentleman, as I understand it, has intro-
duced a bill dealing with this subject matter which is now
pending before the committee of which he is a member,

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. TARVER. Would the gentleman give us a more ex-
tended discussion of the provisions of his bill and inform
us whether or not he thinks favorable action is likely to be
taken by the committee?

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. I will be pleased to answer that
gquestion so far as I can. Governor Young was on the stand
before our committee for about four weeks, and Mr. Pole, the
Comptroller of the Currency, for about five weeks, and they
both expressed the thought that there ought to be some addi-
tional help or benefit provided by the Congress to the member
banks of the Federal reserve system. They both thought it
advisable that something more should be done for the member
banks of the Federal reserve system than is being done now.

However, neither one of them was then ready to propose any
legislation as to how this benefit should be made effective, but
they agreed to take this phase of the banking situation under
consideration and submit later on their recommendations to our
committee.

In the meantime, it occurred to me that a very easy way to
solve one of the evils for the present, at least, was to amend sec-
tion 7 of the Federal reserve act, providing that out of the net
earnings which remained to be paid to the United States us a
franchise tax as provided by section 7 and before it is paid, to
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pay annually to the member banks of the system an amount
equivalent of 2 per cent of their paid-in capital stock.

In other words, the effect of my bill would be instead of the
member banks getting 6 per cent per annum on their eapital
stock when it is all paid in, they would get 8 per cen: per
annum ; an increase of 2 per cent on their paid-in capital stock.

I asked two high-class expert bankers from California who
appeared before our committee as witnesses recently what they
thought about my bill. I refer to A. P. Giannini and J. A.
Bacigalupi. They replied in substance that it was a good bill
and ought to pass. Their banking institution is one of the
greatest and most successful in this country. I am referring to
this Italian bank in California.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. It is an American bank,

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes; it is an American bank run by
very high-class men personally and officially, thongh they are
Italian, as I am informed. They are making money, and they
both believe that you ought to have State-wide branch banking,
United States branch banking, and world-wide branch banking.

Mr., LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman believe in that?

Mr. BRAND of Georgin. No.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Neither do L

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Further answering the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. TARvVER], since my bill was introduced I have
gotten dozens of letters from people who approve of it. Many
Members of Congress have expressed to me their hearty ap-
proval of such a bill. I have no doubt but that this bill or a
similar one in character will receive at the hands of our com-
mittee favorable consideration, though I have no desire or right
to speak for any of them.

I do not think the 12 Federal reserve banks or any of them—
and I do not care where they are located, whether in Georgia or
New York, shounld adopt a policy or continue in force a policy,
though within the limitations of the law, which will permit them
to evade the payment of the franchise tax into the Treasury of
the United States in accordance with the spirit and letter of the
law of the land. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TABER. Mr, Chairman, I yield myself 40 minutes.

I ask unanimous consent to revise and extend my remarks
and to insert therein certain tables with reference to the London
naval agreement.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection,

Mr, TABER. Mr. Chairman, for the last seven years it has
beun my privilege to serve upon the Naval Appropriations Com-
mittee under the chairmanship of the gentleman from Idaho
[Mr. FrEncH]. During that time I have watched him growing
steadily in the esteem and confidence of the Members of the
House, as he deserves, in view of the great time and sincere
devotion that he has put into his work.

In view of the confused attitude of some of the Members of
the House and of the press with reference to the London naval
treaty, which is now before the Senate for ratification, I feel it
incumbent upon me as one who has given a great deal of time
and attention in the last seven years to the Navy and naval
affairs to express my views upon it.

America was represented at that conference by the ablest
group of men the President could gather together. With a dele-
gation headed by the Secretary of State, Mr. Stimson, and sup-
ported by such men as Secretary of the Navy Adams, Ambassa-
dor Dawes, Ambassador Morrow, Ambassador Gibson, Senator
Reen, Senator Ropinson of Arkansas, and supported and ad-
vised by such men as Admiral Pratt, who is to be the next
Chief of the Bureau of Operations, and who is generally re-
garded as the leading authority amongst men in active service
in the Navy, and Admiral Yarnell, Chief of the Bureau of En-
gineering, and Admiral Moffett, Chief of the Bureau of Aero-
. nautics, are we going to believe for a moment that America
deliberately entered into a treaty in which her rights were not
entirely protected? It has been said that the earrying out of
this treaty requires the United States to enter into an expendi-
ture of a billion dollars for ships and aircraft between now and
1936. The actual facts are that the only limit as to the con-
struction of any type of craft which was extended beyond pres-
ent limits fixed by the Washington treaty and by construction
limits authorized by Congress was the light-cruiser type of craft.
The light-cruiser type of craft was increased a total of 23,000
tons. The battleship type was reduced by 69,000 tons.

It is true that we will have to do a very considerable amount
of building to bring our aircraft tonnage up to that of Great
Britain and up to the limit allowed us under the Washington
treaty; but that is not a new situation created by the treaty;
it is one which already existed.
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It is true also that we will have to build a certain amount of
destroyer tonnage due to the prospective wearing out of some of
our destroyers, and that is not a new situation but one which
would have come in any event.

With reference to battleships, it is a fair thing to say that
the construction of no new ones prior to 1936 is assured, Be-
cause of the tremendous cost—I believe $40,000,000 apiece is
a minimum estimate—the nations of the world are unwilling to
embark into construction of such ships unless it is absolutely
necessary. By that time naval experts will have reached the
stage where they are more unanimously of the opinion, one way
or the other, as to whether or not any more should be built. In
the meantime the question of whether airplanes will fulfill
their purpose will be pretty well worked out as a result of air-
plane development and the maneuvers of the fleet. TUnques-
tionably the number of battleships, in my opinion, as a result
of this treaty has been permanently reduced to 15. Whether it
ean go lower or not depends on future conferences.

AIRCRAFT CARRIERS

One conspicuous advantage of the treaty is that as much as
25 per cent of the total tonnage in cruisers can be built with
landing and taking-off decks, provided the ghip does not come
within the definition of what is exclusively an aircraft carrier.
This will undoubtedly enable us to meet our situation satis-
factorily from the standpoint of national defense. I believe a
cruiser capable of carrying 25 or 30 planes and capable of
making, as is hoped, nearly 40 knots, with 6-inch guns, will be a
most important and most effective part of our fleet—ecertainly
our naval experts must have thought so when they consented to
this portion of the treaty.

Qur cruiser tonnage should be built—that is, the 73,500 tons
of it which is not now authorized—in such a manner that we can
best take care of our needs and the needs of our country from
the standpoint of national defense. It should not be built
hurriedly nor without sufficient time for development of the
best possible types of cruisers.

Parity in tonnage alone is not my idea of a navy.

The best possible design available is the thing to aim at; and,
if that is done in a conservative and careful manner, I do not
believe an enormous program will be necessary. We should
not build to exceed four or five before 1936.

With reference to the construction of new aircraft carriers,
Great Britain at the present time has 115,000 tons built and
building. I doubt if some of their aircraft carriers are as good
as ours, They are all old reconstructed ships which date back
at least as far as 1918, and some of them as far back as 1913,
If we have a tonnage to match hers we undoubtedly will be
going as far as good judgment would dictate. If the other
powers do not see fit to build up to their tonnage limits, there is
no reason why we should.

The light-cruiser type of craft was increased a total of 23,000
tons. The battleship type was reduced 69,000 tons, and instead
of coming to a parity in battleships with Great Britain in 1930
or 1937, or possibly 1940, within 18 months after the coming
into effect of this treaty and its ratification, the United States
will be on a parity in tonnage with Great Britain. Not only
that, but I believe she will be on a parity in actual ships in
service.

Our cruiser tonnage should be built in order. We are going
to have an opportunity to build 73,500 tons of the 6-inch gun
light cruisers under the provisions of this treaty, provided we
use up all of our allotted 180,000 tons of 8-inch gun cruisers.
Then we will have 143,500 tons, which we can have of the
6-inch gun cruisers. We already have 70,500 tons, and this will
let us build 73,000 tons more. This 73,000 is a new item, and as
against the 73,000 tons we have to leave out 50,000 tons of 8-inch
gun cruisers, which already are now authorized by Congress,
which will not be built. That is the third bloc of five 10,000-
ton cruisers. So that the net increase in light cruisers above
what is now authorized is just 23,000 tons. We should build
these light cruisers in order. We should build one, and perhaps
two, with all of the latest developments, with a deck on
which planes may land and from which planes may take off,
with all of the latest antiaireraft development, all of the latest
gunfire development, and we should see how they work out
with the fleet before we go along too fast. My idea of a navy
is a navy for national defense and not a navy for tonnage. I
do not believe that we should rush helter-skelter into a scheme
to build a great lot of tonnage. I believe we should plan our
construction so that we can take advantage of the most recent
and best development, and we should build ships which would
be the superior of anything else afloat in their line when we
build them. We might better be two or three years longer
building those light cruisers, we might better be five years
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longer building them than to build ships that we will not want.
We have got to feel our way, because we are going to embark
in & new line of enterprise.

DESTROYERS

We undoubtedly will need to keep the standard of our de-
stroyers up to date and to build a few destroyers and destroyer
leaders between now and 1936; not a large number but a few
of the experimental type. A great many of our destroyers have
never been used enough to wear them out and are in condition
to last for 10 years and probably if we should build 30,000 tons
in the five years between now and 1936 we would have gone
as far as the other nations will go in the line of replacement
and would still have at that date 150,000 tons of good, service-
able ships.

EUBMARINES

We undoubtedly will not need to build anything like 42,000
tons of submarines by 1936. We should undoubtedly continue
our program and try to develop the very pest possible type of
submarine. Our submarines now are in good shape and we
have as good submarines, we are told, as any of the other
powers. Of submarines coming into commission since 1920 we
have at least 30,000 tons and we now have building 5,000 tons.

The treaty altogether is going to place a definite limit against
which we and other countries can construct. It is going to
require us to scrap no ships which would not be scrapped in any
event because of age and will save us hundreds of millions of
dollars in maintenance and operations and tremendous amounts
in new construction without in any way impairing our national
defense,

It will require Britain either to cut out all 8-inch-gun ships
on her building program or to scrap approximately 60,000 tons
of large new ships. It will also require her to reduce her ton-
nage in the smaller ships by about the amount of ships that
will be obsolete by age by 1936.

All in all, the treaty is one which should command and should
have the support of every American.

It adequately takes care of our national defense and at the
same time results in tremendous financial saving, besides being
a great step forward in the limitation of armaments and toward
the peace of the world.

Mr. DUNBAR. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. DUNBAR. The gentleman said that we should keep our
destroyers up to date. Our present tonnage of destroyers is
200,000. The tonnage permissible under the London Conference
is 150,000, or a deduction of 140,000 tons. I am wondering if
Great Britain and Japan propose to reduce their destroyers in
the same proportion.

Mr. TABER. The total of tonnage which the United States
has now of destroyers is deceiving. At the present time we
have approximately 284,000 tons of destroyers. Of those 61, or
approximately 75,000 tons, and that is a rough figure, are
completely obsolete and on the disposal list, due to the giving
out of machinery. Almost all of our ships go back to 1920.
We have four or five which we have built since. However, 150
of these ships have not been in commission more than a year or
two, and they have not worn out as ships would which were
in constant service; so that instead of having a 16-year life
from the date they were completed, those ships would last from
5 to 6 to 7 years beyond the expectation. The reason I said
that we should build a destroyer or two, here and there,
or a destroyer leader, is that we have no destroyer leaders.
That is a ship of something like 2,000 tons.

Mr. ABERNETHY., Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. ABERNETHY. If I understand it correctly, the mem-
bers of the Appropriations Committee have tried to hold down
the total amount of appropriations in view of this treaty in
London?

Mr. TABER. We have not made any specific reductions
except one, from the estimates that were submitted to us,
because of the treaty.

Mr. ABERNETHY. What is the total of this bill?

Mr. TABER. Approximately $377,000,000, a reduction from
the Budget, where we found we could save without hurting the
service, of approximately $1,300,000, and a reduction of $400,-
000, which was made becanse of an item which was submitted
for the laying down of the third bloc of five 10,000-ton Sinch
gun cruisers., Those five cruisers we are not permitted to build
under the treaty which has been submitted to the Senate. Our
committee thought it would be good faith for us to strike that
item from the bill. Otherwise we have left the bill in such
shape that everything else will go along in just the same shape
that it is now, and we have set forth in our report a request
to the administration, in the event of the ratification of the
treaty and an ability, before the fiscal year 1931 is complete,
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to save any money by reason of personnel or by reason of
expenditures for the upkeep of ships, that should be saved
for the Treasury and not spent in other places, unless there
is an emergency which appeals to the President.

Mr. ABERNETHY. I understand there is a good deal of
agitation in the newspapers and controversy among Members of
Congress, between those favoring a big Navy and those in favor
of cutting the Navy. I have always been in favor of an ade-
quate Navy. But it strikes me—and does it not strike you?—
that more than $377,000,000 on a peace basis, with all this un-
employment throughout the country, is a heavy appropriation
to be carried in this bill?

Mr. TABER. We have cut down every item that we thought
could be cut down in good faith to the country, having in mind
an adequate defense.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Under this bill how much do you save
below what was in the bill heretofore?

Mr. TABER. It will run from $12,000,000 fo $£13,000,000
above that of last year.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Why do we appropriate more money ?

Mr. TABER. Because of the increased demands upon us for
construction of the 10,000-ton 8-inch gun cruisers that Congress
authorized two yedrs ago. Those cruisers have been authorized.
Five of them have already been laid down, two of them will be
laid down as soon as the discussion for the ratification of this
treaty is over, and the country has demanded that we go ahead
and appropriate money for the construction of those cruisers.
That is the only reason. Ten of them are finally to be built.

Mr. ABERNETHY. I thought the gentleman was going to
explain to the House what saving, if any, we would make by
carrying out the naval treaty.

Mr. TABER. I have not covered that. It would be more or
less a duplication of what the gentleman from Idaho [Mr.
Frencu] covered on Friday. But if the treaty goes info effect
it would wipe out practically, six months hence, when it
became effective, three battleships. They are each manned by
more than a thousand men and more than T0 officers each.
Right there will be a saving annually in the personnel and
upkeep of each of these ships, in my opinion, of $2,500,000.
Seven million five hundred thousand dollars a year for five
years, or $37,500,000 that we are going to save. That is just
one item.

Outside of that we avoid having laid down for new construec-
tion battleships to take their place, perhaps two, perhaps three,
but, anyway, costing $80,000,000, in my opinion. I know the
Navy Department estimates them at $35,000,000 apiece,

On top of that we cut out the appropriation for four or five
additional battleships between now and 1936 which would have
to have been started in order to maintain parity with the other
countries. That would run somewhere around $200,000,000
more. There is one block of saving, running close to $317,500,000.

On top of that, instead of having a competitive race all the
way down the line with the other powers in the construction of
cruisers, there is a limit beyond which we may not build and
beyond which other nations may not build.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Certainly.

Mr, ABERNETHY. I notice in the Hearst newspapers that
some naval officer—it struck me with peculiar force—is eriti-
cizing the naval conference through these papers on the front
page and is setting forth the idea that as compared with Japan
we have the worst of it and are going to destroy more ships in
comparison with Japan than we should. Can the gentleman
clear that up? I was wondering why the naval officer was
doing this.

Mr. TABER. The United States scrapped three ships, all old
ships. Great Britain scrapped five big battleships.” Japan
scrapped one. That undoubtedly was a concession to Japan.
But, nevertheless, after we are through with it our battleships
;vill rate at least 10 to 7, or practically 8 to 2, as compared with

apan.

Now, there is no question but that in order to work out an
agreement a concession was made to Japan beyond the total
percentage of tonnage which was allowed at first under the
Washington treaty. But our old ships and Britain's old ships
were not as good as the one which Japan is letting out.

Mr. McOLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield there?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I want to ask the gentleman
if any of these battleships would ever be able to cross the ocean
and engage in a naval battle?

Mr. TABER. I think it is very doubtful that we would ever
be called upon to do it. I think they are more valuable for
defense than for offense.
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Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. More valuable if we kept
them at home?

Mr. TABER. Yes. y

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. There is one other ques-
tion I would like to ask the gentleman, and that is this: Did
your committee ever take into consideration the appropriating
of money for the 10-inch guns for the 10,000-ton ecruisers, and
that another country has a 10,000-ton cruiser that will shoot
8 miles farther than the new ships that we construct? In the
event we constructed these new ships we would be outranged,
and a few of such ships of other nations could destroy all ours.

Mr. TABER. I question whether any other country having a
10,000-ton ship could shoot 3 miles farther than ours.

Mr, McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I refer especially to Ger-
many, with her new type of cruiser and new gun.

Mr. TABER. It is equipped with a lot of things different
from ours. Our naval experts do not agree that their construec-
tion is of a superior type. I am frank to say, in view of the
absence of the commpletion of that ship and its demonstration, I
am not in a position to pass very effectively upon the efficiency
of that ship.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I raised the question because
I wondered if there was any information that could be given at
the present time in comparing the two types of ships?

Mr. TABER. Not satisfactorily. It is equipped with Diesel
engines and some of our experts say that they can not build
any ship with those engines which will stand up for a long
period of ernising. As to whether or not that is true I am not
enough of an expert to say.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. ABERNETHY. As I understand the gentleman, then, to
satisfy Japan we had to give Japan something to which under
the ordinary rules she would not have been entitled. Is that
troe?

Mr. TABER. No. We and other countries were proposing a
reduction. A reduction was accemplished, and in order to get
an agreement it is evident that there was some slight conces-
sion as to percentage given to Japan,

Mr. ABERNETHY. Does the gentleman understand that we
are going to have some further negotiations with Italy and
France?

" Mr. TABER. 1 would question if there would be any im-
mediate negotiations,

Mr. ABERNETHY. If we get info negotiations with Italy
and France, we will have to give them even greater concessions
than we gave Japan, in their present frame of mind. Is that
not true?

Mr. TABER. Atethe present time France has three 10,000-
ton S-inch-gun ecruisers built and three building; one appropri-
ated for and not constructed. Italy has two built and four
building, At the present time whether they have one or two
maore is not a very serious matter, as far as we are concerned.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is it not true that in the wake of every
naval conference there is a great deal of misinformation sent
throughout the country to create a panicky state of mind as if
we were getting the worst of it, and is it not also true that the
result of an investigation has shown that some of these naval
experts who were then talking were in the pay of shipyards?

Mr. TABER. I am not informed about that. The gentleman
from New York [Mr. LAGuarpia] does not mean naval officers?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, no.

Mr, TABER. I think it is true, as far as naval experts go.
That is true.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield-again?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Did the United States get the worst of
the bargain in the conference which was held in Washington,
led by Mr. Hughes?

Mr. TABER. We did not.

Mr. ABERNETHY. I had always understood we did.

Mr. TABER. That came from people who had not balanced
up all the factors.

Mr. DUNBAR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. DUNBAR. In the gentleman’s estimate he gave us a
figure of $400,000,000?

Mr. TABER. I do not think I got guite that far. I gaid
$317,500,000.

Mr. DUNBAR. $317,500,000 as the possible amount of saving

if we lived in accord with the proposed London treaty?

Mr. TABER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I did not give
that as the figure. I gave that as some of the items of saving.
I think the savings can very readily go beyond that, 7

-
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Mr. DUNBAR. That is the point I wanted to obtain informa-
tion upon. I have been informed that if the London Naval Con-
ference treaty is made effective, our savings would be approxi-
mately $1,000,000,000 in six years.

Mr. TABER. Several factors have to be considered. Many
of them are problematical. That is, they are things which may
or may not have come about. For instance, if we did not have
the treaty, we might build immediately, in a couple of years,
the last block of 10,000-ton, 8-inch-gun cruisers.

Their construction might have been slow. In addition to
those, if the countries across the water, and I mean on both
sides of us, had gone on with large construction programs, it is
possible that we might have felt it was necessary for us to go on
with much larger programs than we now have authorized. It is
possible for us to imagine that the construction of the ships that
might be built without this treaty would go to almost any figure.
No one is smart enough to tell just how much money we can
save. There are some things that can be saved and might be
saved, and almost any figure can be imagined when such things
as that are talked of.

Mr. DUNBAR. A short time ago a question was raised as to
why we were going to appropriate so much money for the build-
ing of additional eruisers in view of the fact that the expectancy
was that we would reduce the number of cruisers. I take it
that the reason is we are following our program which was in-
stituted several years ago of getting on a parity with England,
and in accord with that idea, we are continuing to appropriate
money for the building of eruisers, except that in order to show
our good faith to the London conference, we are eliminating
$400,000 from the appropriation cost of laying down of new
cruigers this year. We have done that in good faith?

Mr. TABER. That is the situation. Also I may say our
committee did not feel that it would be right or fair to the Con-
gress to come here with a bill based entirely upon a treaty
which had not yet been ratified, and take into consideration
savings which the President might be able to make after the
raﬁlfication of the treaty, but which he might not be able to
malke,

For instance, of those three battleships none of ther: are re-
quired under the treaty to be scrapped until 12 months after
the ratification of the treaty. Now, I do not believe the Presi-
dent will be 12 months in doing it, but inasmuch as the Presi-
dent has that length of time in which to serap them, it would
not be up to us, without having proper estimates and without
being able to handle the situation just as we ought to, to make
cuts until the treaty was ratified and we could make definite
plans as to the date of taking them out.

Mr. DUNBAR. I notice that under the present tonnage and
the one proposed by the London conference, our total tonnage
will be reduced from 1,286,436 tons to 1,114,700 tons. That is
an approximate reduction of 10 per cent, and in the years to
come, if this treaty is made effective, the amount of saving in
the operation of our Navy will be quite a considerable amount
of money, and, in addition to that, if an agreement can be fur-
ther made, we may possibly be able to reduce it more; on the
other hand, if Italy would begin to build ships so as to be on a
parity with France, then France would begin to build ships so
as to be on a parity with England; then that might force us to
build additional ships to be on a parity with England, so that
the future is somewhat uncertain, with the exception that the
probabilities are that the amount of tonnage in our Navy will
be reduced as suggested by the London conference,

Mr. TABER. That is true.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma.
a further question?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. In view of the fact that we
are to scrap two or three battleships and there has been a con-
troversy over the ability of bombing ecraft to sink a battleship,
in the interest of economy why would it not be a good plan to
have another demonstration off the Virginia Capes, and inas-
much as the gentleman is a member of the Appropriations Com-
mittee, does he not think it would be a good idea to write a
little section in the bill which would cause one of these ships to
be set aside and have a little friendly controversy over it be-
fween the Army and Navy aviators, in order to see whether or
not it could be sunk from the air? 2

Mr. TABER. The treaty expressly provides that the ships
which are to be scrapped may be used as targets. Personally,
I should urge that all available targets of that character be
taken advantage of.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. In view of the fact that we
have to pay out a certain amount of money for the purpose of
scerapping and possibly pay out more money than the salvage
would bring in to us, and such an exhibition or demonstration
would be interesting not only to the Congress but te the roun-

Will the gentleman yield for
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try, I am hoping that the committees which have jurisdiction
will arrange for the holding of some such contest or some such
demonstration as this.

Mr. TABER. The gentleman is a member of the Naval Af-

fairs Committee and I am sure his inflnence as a member of
that eommittee would be very potent with the department in
bringing about that test.
. Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I am so much in the minority
that I have to go to some other committee when I want some-
thing accomplished in the interest of efficiency, and that is the
reason I am appealing to the gentleman.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. If the gentleman has in mind
.simulating war conditions, of course, that might be impossible,
because when you undertake to sink a ship that is not provided
with any aircraft to defend her, nor with any antiaireraft guns
to protect her, it makes a very different proposition from sink-
ing a ship that is provided with defense.

Mr. TABER. That is true.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I assume the lesson which the
gentleman seeks to draw from such a test is what effect shells
falling on a ship will have and, of course, that is largely the
only lesson you can learn by using a battleship as a target
where there are no means of defending the ship from the air.

Mr. TABER. There might be this also: You can tell from
what height a shell should be dropped or in what manner it
should be dropped to get the best results. However, I do not
think these old ships are as efficiently protected against air-
craft attack as the most modern ships are.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. It is very well to call attention to
that, but, further, the aircraft might fly with absolute safety
against a ship that was unprotected, whereas they might be
in very dangerous territory when a ship was properly protected.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 20 ad-
ditional minutes.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. If the gentleman will permit,
I want to say I agree with the gentleman from Alabama as to the
different status that would exist in war time and in peace time
with respect to the effect of a bomb dropped from a plane, but
we must realize that each one of these battleships carries about
1,000 men and two or three hundred officers, and in a sense most
of them are under the water. Therefore it could be compared
to a prison ship, because the men are confined there and they
can not get out. So if we have these demonstrations we know
whether or not there is a possibility of sending that many men
and officers to a watery grave by the effect of one of these
explosive bombs,

Mr. TABER. That, of course, is true.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I understood the gentleman a while
ago to strike a very interesting question when he expressed his
opinion that capital ships for naval warfare purposes are of
yvery doubtful value.

Mr. TABER. I do not know that I expressed that as my
opinion. I stated there were two views, one of which was that
airplanes and carriers were the only safe method of defense,
and the other is that youn must have the battleship. I do mot
know that I expressed my opinion, but I did say there was very
much of a moot question.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. What did the gentleman find from
his study—and I know he has given very thoughtful study to
the subject—as to the drift of opinion among well-informed
people on that question?

Mr. TABER. The drift of opinion is that aircraft are re-
garded as of more and more importance day by day.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The question is a very important
one from the point of view of saving, for the reason, as the gen-
tleman suggested a while ago, that it costs approximately $40,-
000,000 to construct a capital ship.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma, More than that now.

Mr. TABER. The Navy Department estimates $35,000,000
and I said $40,000,000.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. And, in addition, we have the main-
tenance of our capital-ship fleet at this time, which involves an
annual expenditure of about $40,000,000.

Mr. TABER. Oh, I would say more than that.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Two million five hundred
thousand dollars per ship.

Mr. TABER. And eighteen times $2,500,000.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I have made some inquiry as to
the cost of keeping up our battleships and I have been informed
by a member of the gentleman's committee, who had also investi-
gated this subject, that the cost is a little over $40,000,000 a
year.
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Mr. TABER. I would figure the personnel and operating cost
at close to $2,500,000 per ship.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Has the gentleman any fig-
ures with respect to the upkeep of the aireraft earriers?

Mr. TABER. The upkeep of the large aireraft carriers is be-
yond that of the battleships by a very substantial amount. I
hope when the new aircraft earriers, one of which is under con-
struction, are completed we will be able to save something on the
tremendous cost of upkeep, which goes with the Lezington and
the Saratoga. They require a very large number of men to man
them and consume a tremendous quantity of fuel for the service
they are able to perform.

Mr, McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I am in hearty accord with
the opinion expressed by the gentleman, because the first two
aireraft carriers were more or less experimental.

Mr. TABER. Very much so.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma, And we have learhed that
we do not need ships so large, and that we do not need ships
that require 1,800 men and officers aboard them.

Mr. TABER. Oh, if the gentleman will pardon me, 1,900
men and 150 officers.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I tharnk the gentleman for
the correction.

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield for a guestion?

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. BRIGGS. This bill provides appropriations for how
many 8-inch cruisers?

Mr. TABER. Well, we have under construction six of the
first block of eight, five of the first block of five, and this bill
provides for the commencement of work on two of the second
block of five, which would be 13.

Mr. BRIGGS. In other words, there are 18 in contemplation
of construction at this time?

Mr. TABER. We have two already built and we have three
more which we are not to lay down until 1933, 1934, and 1935,
under the treaty. Y

Mr. BRIGGS. I mean assuming the treaty was not in ex-
istence, you would be carrying on construction for 18 and yon
would have additional authority for 5§ more, or a total of 23
cruisers?

Mr. TABER. The Congress has authorized five more than
the treaty will permit us to build.

Mr. BRIGGS. In other words, 23 cruisers,

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. BRIGGS. The treaty contemplates, as I understand it,
a change in the character of cruiser tonnage by stipulating an
increased amount of 6-inch cruiser instead of 8-inch cruiser
tonnage ; is not that true?

Mr. TABER. It permits 73,500 tons of 6-Tnch eruiser tonnage
that we have not already constructed or authorized; yes.

Mr, BRIGGS. How many 6-inch cruisers will that provide?

Mr. TABER, It is up to the designers in the Navy Depart-
ment and the Chief of Operations and other ranking officers
to tell us how many they think we should have. I would not
be so bold at the present time as to undertake to figure it out.

Mr. BRIGGS. About 10, approximately ?

Mr. TABER. I should say 9 or 10 or perhaps, more likely, 8.

Mr. BRIGGS. Based upon the present 7,500-ton cruiser—

Mr. TABER. On that basis it would be 10. I_understand
they would probable go a little larger because if we are to
take advantage of the flying deck we would want to have them
close to 10,000 tons,

Mr. BRIGGS. The press has been filled with statements
asserting that the 6-inch cruiser is practically valueless at this
time to the United States; that we have enough 6-inch cruisers
and we ought to have 8-inch cruisers, and that it is a useless
expenditure of money to contemplate construetion of any more
6-inch cruisers. What does the gentleman have to say about
that? I think the Congress is very much interested in knowing
the impression of the members of this committee who have
gone into this question.

Mr. TABER. Of course, the committee has not had naval
experts before it and any opinion we may have on this par-
ticular question would be that which we have drawn from our
experience in past years. As I stated earlier in my remarks,
the treaty provides that not to exceed 25 per cent of our total
cruiser tonnage may have these landing and taking-off decks
for airplanes. I am assuming, in view of the fact that our rep-
resentatives entered into the treaty, that they believe a 6-inch
gun cruiser with the landing and taking-off deck and the higher
speed that will result—and they are built to carry a substantial
number of planes and to travel at, perhaps, 40 miles an hour--
would, perhaps, offset the advantage of more 8-inch-gun cruisers,
especially in view of the fact that no other country will have as
many 8-inch-gun cruisers as we will have.

”
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That is my assumption based on the results of the confer-
ence—the fact that the ablest men in the Navy, as I believe,
were the advisers to the delegates.

Mr. DUNBAR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, TABER. 1 yield.

Mr. DUNBAR. On page 4 there is a table that I do not
understand. It says:

As to ships, the data show as between the 1930 and 1931 plans the
following differences :

1980, light cruisers, S-inch guns 5
1931, light cruisers, 8-inch gunsa 8

Does that mean that, in accord with the program under the
London conference, our 8-inch cruisers in 1931 will be increased
from 19307

Mr. TABER. Yes; and this table refers to the operations
of the fleet. We are building S-inch-gun cruisers all the time.
Of course, they come into commission. We have a group of
old cruisers that are nearly 30 years old—the Rochesler, the
Pittsburgh, the Denver, and others that will gradually go out
of commission—that have been used in Central and South
American service. Of course, the cruisers of the second line
will go out of ¢ommission.

Mr. DUNBAR. Then as the years go on, in accordance with
the London treaty, will the number of our cruisers be reduced?

Mr. TABER. I can not see any possibility of the number of
our cruisers being reduced in the next 10 years without a
further treaty.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Of course, the strength of our Navy is
measured by comparison with the other navies of the world?

Mr. TABER. Absolutely.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The mere fact that we are not building
does not decrease the strength of our Navy because other coun-
tries have agreed also not to build.

Mr. TABER. Great Britain has agreed to keep only fifteen
8-inch-gun cruisers against our 18.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. So the comparative strength of our Navy
is the same?

Mr. TABER. I think you might say that as we build the
larger number every year, and put in commission 8-inch-gun
cruisers, than other countries are building under the treaty the
strength of our Navy becomes greater.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It has been sought to create the impres-
gion in this country that our Navy is being weakened by the
recent treaty. There is no justification for that?

Mr. TABER. Absolutely none. Asa matter of fact, under this
treaty while Great Britain is obliged to stand still we will in-
crease. For instance, Britain is allowed under the treaty 146,-
800 tons of 8-inch-gun cruisers. We are allowed 180,000 tons of
8-inch-gun cruisers. Britain now has built and building 205,-
800 tons of 8-inch-gun cruisers. She has got to scrap down to
146,000 tons, while we, in order to get our 180,000, have got to
put in commission in addition to what is now in commission
160,000 tons,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And in the absence of any agreement we
would continue to build up to England and England would
build up to Japan, and, after all, our relative strength would
be exactly as before.

Mr. TABER. Yes; whereas under the treaty, as far as
cruisers are concerned, we will be absolutely on a parity.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Why is the difference between 140,000
tons for Great Britain and 180,000 tons for the United States?

Mr. TABER. Because Britain is allowed 192,000 tons of
6-inch-gun cruisers and the United States only 143,500 tons.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr., WAINWRIGHT. How many tons of cruisers have we
got to build to come up to parity with Great Britain?

Mr. TABER. I am going to answer the questions with ref-
erence to the treaty limits which are provided for in the 1936
rather than the present British tonnage. In order to come up
to parity we have to complete 160,000 tons of S-inch-gun
cruisers, some of which will be completed in the current cal-
endar year, and 73,600 tons of 6-inch-gun cruisers. .

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. How much of that is authorized?

Mr. TABER. All except 73,000 tons of 6-inch-gun cruisers.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Does the gentleman mean to say we
have authorization to bring us to parity on 8-inch-gun cruisers
in 19367

Mr. TABER. More. We have five more authorized than we
are allowed to build under the treaty.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

8783

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. So that it will be a question whether
we are prepared or willing to appropriate within the authori-
zation in the meantime to bring us up to a parity in 19362

Mr. TABER. We have already appropriated for a very sub-
stantial proportion of the 160,000 tons.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. How much?

Mr. TABER. We have already appropriated, or will have
when this bill is completed, for the commencement on construe-
tion of 130,000 tons out of the 160,000 tons. There will still
lg: left of the 160,000 tons appropriations to be made for 30,000

s,

Mr, WAINWRIGHT. That is to be appropriated?

Mr. TABER. To be appropriated for. That means ships that
we have not made any appropriations for.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Then, to bring us up to parity by 1936,
we will have to appropriate for 30,000 tons of 8-inch-gun
cruisers and a little over 70,000 tons of 6-inch-gun cruisers.

Mr. TABER. If we are going to be at absolute parity at that
time. The method of our appropriation must be determined
upon how fast we want to go on 6-inch-gun cruisers, and that
depends entirely upon thé development and the way our naval
engineers and constructors work out a successful ship, which
will be of the greatest value to the United States for the purpose
of our national defense, and on the length of time it will take to
work it out.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I suppose what I shall ask now is a
fair question to put to the gentleman, if he is prepared to answer
it. It is whether in his judgment we should not begin at once
with a program to bring us up to absolute parity by 19367
Shounld we not develop a program and stick to it?

Mr. TABER. I think when the treaty is ratified that we
should have authorized a program which permits this country
to build up. As to just how fast we ought to build I would
not want to say or commit myself until the gituation develops
year by year, for this reason: Suppose the department got out a
type of ship, and the first one was not satisfactory. I would
hate to have eight or nine ships built of a type that was not
going to be advisable or useful to the Navy. I would like to
move along so that we can sort of feel our way, and when we
get through we would have something that counts, and not have
something that we have to discard.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from New York may bave 10 minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman is recog-
nized for 10 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Lest the question of my colleague from
New York [Mr. WaiswgricHT], who is an expert in matters of
national defense, may create a false impression, we are appro-
priating now for the current year in this bill, for the Naval Hs-
tablishment, some $377,000,000, are we not?

Mr. TABER. Yes; including $50,000,000 for new construction.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. The question is being acutely disgussed
in the minds of a great many to-day whether parity means par-
ity. In other words, whether parity entails an implied obliga-
tion upon the part of the United States to build up to a parity
or whether it is a mere privilege. What in the gentleman’s
judgment should be the policy and practice of our country be-
tween now and 1936—to go right along building ship by ship
and gun by gun, using that as an expression, with Great Britain,
or simply to assume that that is a privilege which we may or
may not live up to.

Mr. TABER. I think it is a privilege that the people of
the United States should determine in each case as they step
along whether they want to exercise it or not. I call the atten-
tion of the committee to this situation with reference to our
aircraft carriers that I have already alluded to. We have some-
thing like 90,000 tons built and building. We have the privilege
of building something like 60,000 more. Britain has 115,000 tons
out of an authorized total of 135,000 tons. I do not think it is
necessary for us to build aireraft carriers in tonnage beyond
those that Great Britain has. Just because under the treaty
we are permitted to build a certain number, I do not think it is
necessary for us to build them except for the purpose of national
defense. If we are going to have just as good as anybody else,
I do not see any reason why we should go farther. I do not see |
why we should stand out on the housetops saying, “ We want
parity,” and then, just because the treaty gives us the right, go |
beyond parity.

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr., Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Yes.
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Mr. BRIGGS. Does this bill carry any provision for the con-
struction of 6-inch-gun cruisers?

Mr. TABER. It does not.

Mr. BRIGGS. That program, so far as it is concerned, has
already been acted on apart from the treaty?

Mr. TABER. The only 6-inch-gun cruisers which have been
authorized by Congress were the block of 10 of the Omaha
class which were built, the last of them, about four years ago,
if I remember aright. The Appropriations Committee, of course,
will not bring in any appropriation for cruisers that have not
been authorized.

Mr., BRIGGS. They have been completed?

Mr. TABER. Yes; they have all been completed as author-
ized. The only cruisers that we are completing are the 8-inch
gun cruisers.

Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. ARENTZ. What, in your opinion, will be the status of
the limitation of the five principal world powers in 19367 Will
they all be built up to parity? Will they meet in conference
and say, “This is as far as we ecan go”? We can not go below
this figure, according to the idea of the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. BerrteNn]. The idea is to build up to the limit. You say
it is “a privilege.” That is not the proper word, in my judg-
ment, It is a limitation.

Mr. TABER. It is a limitation beyond which we must not
go; but whether we should go so far or not depends on the
exigencies of the situation year after year.

Mr. ARENTZ. Of course, between now and the year 1936,
if we shall have built up to the limit in 1936, it seems we
could with very poor grace ask for a decrease of tonnage
in armament among the five great nations. Of course, if Great
Britain and France build up to the limit we must do the same.
If we build up to the limit, Great Britain and France and Italy
will build right up, ship for ship.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
there?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. It seems to me an entirely fair assump-
tion in determining the standpoint upon which the treaty was
based that the amount of tonnage prescribed for the United
States was in the judgment of our representatives in London
the measure of what our Government required in the interest
of the national defense.

Mr. ARENTZ. No; not that, but rather what the poor fel-
lows working in the mines and shops and in the fields can pay.

Mr. TABER. I do not believe we should build for the sake
of tonnage. I believe we should build solely for the purpose of
national defense.

Mr. ARENTZ. I am glad the gentleman has so stated. That
is my viewpoint.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. That is also my viewpoint., That is

+ what the parity prescribed in the freaty means.

Mr. TABER. The treaty prescribes a definite limit to which
we and other countries ean construct. It is going to require
the scrapping of those ships which because of age would be
scerapped, and it will save a tremendous amount of money in
operation and in new eonstruction, without in any way impair-
ing our national defense. It will require Great Britain to
either cut out all 8-inch guns on her building program or to
serap approximately 60,000 tons of large new 8-inch-gun ships.

All this should command and have the support of all Ameri-
cans. It adequately takes care of our national defense, and at
the same time it results in a tremendous national saving be-
gides being a great step forward in the limitation of armament
and toward the peace of the world. Future treaties undoubt-
edly will go much further toward the desired limitations which
are to come.

Now, I want to take two or three minutes in discussing the
aircraft situation in America. We have talked a lot about
battleships and cruisers and destroyers. When this Navy bill
goes into effect the American Navy will have 1,007 airplanes,
and when the Army bill goes into effect the Army will have
1,607, or a total of 2,629 more than the useful planes of any
other country.

Mr.., LINTHICUM. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield
there?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. LINTHICUM. What does it cost to build a modern
plane now?

Mr. TABER. Anywhere from $30,000 to $115,000.

Mr. LINTHICUM. What were those we had down here the
other day? Were those scout planes?

Mr. TABER, They were all kinds, Those I have mentioned
range all the way from big bombing planes to transport car-
riers, carrying 15 or 20 people. The Navy planes, of course, are

RECORD—HOUSE May 12

a little more expensive than the Army planes because they
have to be manned on the decks of ships.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. TABER. May I have five minutes additional?

Mr. FRENCH. 1 yield to the gentleman five additional minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog-
nized for five minutes additional.

Mr. TABER. The Navy at the present time has 1,007 pilots.
The Army will have, under the bill which has just been passed
in the Senate, 1,350.

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from
New York yield to me for a moment?

Mr, TABER. Certain]y.

Mr. LONGWORTH. 1 desire to announce as present In the
gallery a very distinguished son of Great Britain, a former
member of Parliament, one who has served with distinetion in
many cabinet positions, lately British ambassador to France,
the Earl of Derby. [Applause, the Members rising in salute.]

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. TABER. In addition to those, we have 330 Army reserv-
ists on active duty and about 70 naval reservists, so that we have
practically about 2,500 aviators.

The art-in that, as well as almost every other branch of
defense in the United States, is well up to the mark where we
can say that we are proud of the American Navy. We believe
it is strong enough to meet every demand upon us for national
defense and that we are going ahead fast enough to meet the
situation in this country. [Applause.]

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. Moorg].

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I have asked this
time in order to refer to some of the aspects of the system of
procedure now in effect in the House.

There has been frequent, and it seems to me well-justified,
criticism of a practice to which I think this is a good time to
direct attention. The naval bill brought before the House last
Friday is one of the most important of the annual appropria-
tion bills. It proposes an expenditure of over $375,000,000 and
many of its provisions will probably invite serious discussion.
The debate was opened last Friday by the chairman of the
subcommittee in charge of the bill, Mr. FrexcH, of Idaho, in a
very able and elaborate address, and he was followed by the
ranking minority member of the subcommittee, Mr. Axres, of
Kansas, in a similar address. Then while those addresses were
fresh in the minds of the Members, the bill was laid aside for
the purpose of general debate, which will continue for how long
no one can at this moment say.

As we all Enow, the general debate will not often touch the
bill under consideration, but consist of speeches on a great
variety of topics having nothing whatever to do with the Navy
or its money requirements. This is according to a custom not
established by a rule but which has grown up during the course
of years.

When the general debate closes, the bill will be taken up
under the 5-minute rule, but according to another custom a
large part of the time may be consumed in the discussion not
of substantial amendments but of pro forma amendments.

It seems to me that the better practice would be not to in-
terrupt the consideration of any bill by general debate except
on the bill itself, and not to allow pro forma amendments, which
have the inevitable tendency of diverting debate away from the
essentials of the bill. This would make for the more steady
and coherent consideration of bills, to say nothing of the time
which would be saved.

I am glad to find that the view I am presenting is that ex-
pressed by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Locg] in
his work on Legislative Procedure, with which I suppose all of
us are more or less familiar. I refer to him because no one
here has more thoroughly studied the history and theory of
procedure. I guote an extract from his book on the matter of
general debate:

After the opening speech explaining the bill, which is really useful,
the many hours devoted to general debate—that is, debate not confined
td the bill—drive most of the Members to thelr offices. * * * For
the most part, though, general debate is sheer waste of time and a
pitiful reflection on the capacity of our greatest representative as-
semblage to use intelligently and efficiently its precious hours.

And in the following extract he makes this suggestion:

Remove general debate (as far as that means talk not relative to a
pending bill) to a definite limited part of each session or a certain
session in each week.
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In other words, he deplores the present practice, but would
afford Members who desire to discuss irrelevant topics an op-
portunity for doing so. I suppose that he would favor a rule
confining debate to the bill under consideration and another rule
to name days or hours when general debate will be permissible,
or, better still, to authorize the leader of the majority from time
to time, with the approval of the House, to arrange for general
debate when no bill is actually under consideration.

So far as the matter of pro forma amendments is concerned,
Mr. Luce has this to say:

In Congress the attendance upon general debate has become so
ridiculously small that Members hungry for a hearing are more and
more invading debate under the §-minute rule with irrelevant discussion.
They get the chance by use of the wholly artificial and somewhat absurd
device known as the pro forma amendment. The man who wants to
interject something foreign will move to strike out the last word of the
paragraph under consideration, or the last two words, or will go through
the form of opposing such a motion.

Martin B. Madden, a level-headed Representative from Illinois, drew
attention to this in the House January 6, 1920, deploring the tendency
and giving figures to show its effects. He had found that in the long
sessions consideration of three of the appropriation bills under the
G-minute rule had taken 43 days in the Fifty-seventh Congress,
41£ in the Fifty-eighth, 10 In the Sixtieth, 1634 in the Bixty-second,
19% in the Sixty-third, 2214 in the Bixty-fourth, After that the war
made conditions abnormal. He thought that most of the debate had
come to be foreign to the pending question and believed the “liberaliz-
ing ” had gone much too far,

Mr. Luce would probably agree that with a definite rule con-
fining debate to the bill and a rule denying the right fo offer
pro forma amendments the Speaker or the Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole would have no difficulty in so restricting
discussion as to avoid the results depicted by Mr. Madden.

Personally I believe that it would be a mistake to prevent
Members from expressing their opinion on any topic pertaining
to the conduct of the Government or of the public interest, and
with me the main thought is that when bills are brought before
the House it is altogether desirable that they should be dealt
with continuously, as far as possible, from start to finish with-
out the work being broken up by the practice of turning the
debate into irrelevant channels.

In his work Mr. LUck recognizes, as everyone must, that while
it is important to protect parliamentary procedure from sudden
or ruthless disturbance, on the other hand it is a great mis-
take to believe that some bad features should be tolerated
simply because they are hoary with age.

I shall not be sorry to recall on leaving the House that I
have not looked on the system of procedure as having any such
sanctity as to forbid changes from being suggested.

Accordingly I have had some connection with the successful
effort to have the House informed in advance of the business
to be transacted on a future day or days; some connection with
the requirement being adopted that no rule providing for the
consideration of a bill shall be sprung suddenly on the House
but shall be reported to the House and remain on the calendar
for at least one day before being taken up for action; and some
connection with the comsolidation of 11 comparatively useless
expenditure committees into a single great Committee on Ex-
penditures, which has the opportunity of keeping in touch with
the executive departments and agencies and assist in guarding
against irregularities and maladministration. All of this is
simply illustrative of improvements which may safely be made.

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Washington [Mr. Hiir].

Mr. HILL of Washington. Mr. Chairman, the protective
policy of this Government is vicious in its diseriminations in
favor of certain industries and against others. It is a game of
greed and power. It gained impetus as a protection for certain
powerful interests which feel that tariff protection is their
exclusive right and privilege. Every inch of advance that
agriculture has made in order to get protection has been fought
bitterly by these interests. They not only want to confine it to
certain industrial interests but are unwilling to let the policy of
protection spread out over the entire country to embrace all
manufacturing industries. They want to confine it to certain
sections of the countiry and to certain kinds of industries and
withhold it from the industries of ‘other parts of the country.
We had an illustration of that attitude in the action of the
House on May 2 and 3, when the very men who stand here as
the sponsors of the protective policy demonstrated that when they
get ¢utside of their own particular interests and sections of the
country they are against protection. They are for protection
only for themselves, but are for free trade for the remainder
of the country. While parading under the rdle of protectionists
they are, in fact, the greatest free traders in the world. The
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West is beginning to wake up to this Doctor Jekyll-Mr. Hyde
duplicity.

Governor Hartley, of the State of Washington, reflects the
sentiments of the people of the Pacific Northwest toward this
protection for the Kast and free trade for the West policy
in certain communications, which I shall now read:

STaTE OF WASHINGTON,
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT,
Olympia, May 9, 1930,
Hon, Sam B. Hiry,
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C.

Drir CONGRESSMAN HILL: Am inclosing to you herewith copy of tele-
gram sent to Senator JoxEs and other Republican Members of Congress
this evening. Am sending this to you in order that you may be advised
of the action direct.

Am also inclosing copy of wire from the Hon. R. P. Lamont under date
of April 28 and my reply thereto.

Yours very truly,

RoraNp HARTLEY, Governor.
OLYMPIA, WaASH., May 9, 1930,
Hon. WesLEY L. JoNEs,

United States Senate, Washingion, D. O.:

During the Benate committee tariff hearings on the lumber schedules
it was clearly brought out and is confirmed by the recent report of the
Tariff Commission to President Coolidge that imported lumber and par-
ticularly shingles coming from Pritish Columbia were the product of
Iabor 85 to 40 per cent oriental.

The historic protective policy of the Republican Party was primarily
designed to protect the American manufacturer and workman from these
exact conditions and in denying a duty under the pending tariff bill on
logs, shingles, and lumber, are we to understand that the Republican
Party In power and the administration in Washington are in favor of a
busy Hindu or Chinaman in Canada and an idle American workman in
‘Washingtord or Oregon?

This is exactly the issue and we demand a roll call in the House and
Senate when the subject comes up for final consideration. Let us see
who favors the Chinese under these conditions.

During the Fordney tariff 50 per cent of the shingle industry has
migrated to Canada and unless now stopped by protective features in
the present law the entire Industry in the Pacific Northwest will be
lost within a few years; a condition and not a theory. In Washington,
D. C,, this may be an incident. In Washington State a disaster.

Please transmit copies to all Republican Members of Congress.

RoLAND H, HARTLEY,
Governor of Washington,
OLYMPIA, WASH., April 28, 1930.
Hon. RoLAND H. HARTLEY,
Governor of Washington, Olympia, Wash.:

The President, in furtherance of cooperative measures with you to
improve the economic situation, would appreciate it If you would review
for him the present situation in your State. For such purpose perhaps
you would advise him of your opinion as to the situation by reply to
one or more of the following questions: First, is there now more than
usual unemployment in your State? Second, if there remains substan-
tially abnormal unemployment, has there been a decrease since mid-
January? Third, has there been a decrease since April 1?7 Fourth,
does the outlook warrant an expectation of still further decrease dur-
ing May? Fifth, if there now remains unusual unemployment, can you
make a rough estimate of the number? A reply by Wednesday will be
greatly appreciated.

R. P. LAMONT,
Beeretary of Commerce.

OLYMPIA, WASH., M 9, 1930.
Hon. R. P. LAMONT, oy

Becretary of Commerce, Washington, D. O.:

Have delayed replying your wire April 28 hoping for a protective
duty on forest products. Nothing new to give you except that the
situation steadily grows worse, and if there isn't relief in the form of
a protective tariff on lumber and ghingles 30 days will see 20,000 to
30,000 more men added to the unemployed. The most serious situation
that has prevailed in this State since 1893.

RoLAND H. HARTLEY,
Governor of Washington.

On this subjeet I wish also to present a telegram signed by
about 40 lumber and timber companies operating in Washington
and Oregon, as follows: {

PorTLAND, OREG., May 6, 1930,
Representative Bamuern B, HiLL,
Washington, D, O.:

We interpret present status of the lumber tariff as conclusive evidence
of the continued disregard of western interests by the East. Their
Senators and Representatives, after securing high protection for products
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of their own States, have further strengthened their political fences by
defeating tarif on shingles and lumber, which their constituents con-
sume, They do this depending on the well-knewn regularity of the
western Representatives to give the votes that will earry the bill as a
whole., Lumber and shingles are more vital to prosperity of Oregon
and Washington than all thelr other products combined. We insist
that western Senators and Representatives now announce their refusal
to support tariff bill with their principal product left out. On aceount of
Russian and Canadian lumbermen using the United States as a dumping
ground for their surplus product, there is now a 25 per cent unem-
ployment in this industry, and unless there is early relief this nnemploy-
ment will be increased to 50 per cent. Burden of this will be laid
directly at door of our RHepresentatives in the Natlonal Congress. This
is not intended as a threat but a plain statement of fact.
Dant & Russell, Inman Poulsen O'Connell Lumber Co., Longhell
Lumber Co., Eastern & Western Lumber Co., Willapa Lumber
Co., Western Timber Co., Cobbs & Mitchell, Willamette Valley
Lumber Co., Umpgua Mills & Timber Co., West Oregon Lum-
ber Co., Clark & Wilson, Forcia & Larsen, Snellstrom Bros.,
Planet Lumber Co., Lewis Lumber Co., Paclfic Spruce Cor-
poration, Winchester Bay Lumber Co., Moore Mill & Lumber
Co., Flora Logging Co., Scott Rafting Co., Snider Shingle
Co., Gerlinger Lumber To., Chas. R. McCormick Lumber Co.,
J. Neils Lumber Co., Libby Lumber Co., Western Lumber
Co., Westport Lumber Co., Silver Falls Timber Co., Hammond
Lumber Co., Glustina Bros. Lumber Co., Eugene Transport
& Milling Co., J. H. Chambers & Sons, Booth Kelly Lumber
Co., Bohemia Lumber Co. Fischer Lumber Co., W. A. Wood-
ward Lumber Co., Owen Oregon Lumber Co., Jones Lumber
Co., Tideport Logging Co., Tidewater Mill Co,

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL of Washington. I yield.

Mr, LINTHICUM. Does not the gentleman think that the
substitutions now being used in building are partly the cause of
the trouble and not the lumber and shingles that come in from
Canada?

Mr. HILL of Washington. Unquestionably, keen competition
comes from substitute roofing and building material. The de-
pression in lumber products is also aggravated by the fact that
all of the substitutes are protected by a tariff, and our lumber
and shingles are not protected.

Mr. LINTHICUM. It was stated that we sell $2 worth of
lumber to Canada to every 60 cents worth of lumber that we
get from Canada. Can the gentleman state whether that is
correct? -

Mr. HILL of Washington. I would not like to make a defi-
nite statement as to that, because I am not really advised.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Will the gentleman yield
for a short answer to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Lix-
THICUM] as to the effect of substitute products?

Mr. HILL of Washington. I yield.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. That question is very well
answered by the fact that the Canadian lumber business in the
lnst few years has increased 160 per cent, and the shingle pro-
duction has increased 400 per cent, while American production
of both has been decreasing. There is a 400 per cent increase in
shingles in Canada, while just across our line, with the same
timber, but with American workmen instead of Chinese, Hindus,
and Japanese, there has been a decrease, and our workmen are
idle.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL of Washington. I yleld.

Mr. LINTHIOUM. In my section of the United States very
few of the old ghingles are used. In fact, they are prohibited
in the cities by legislation, and only country people can really
use shingles,

Mr. HILL of Washington. Only 11 per cent of the roofing
used in this country is of wood shingles. The other 89 per cent
is of substitutes for wood.

1 wish to call attention to the fact that Massachusetts is
solidly for protection for Massachusetts, but that on the export-
debenture provision to protect agriculture and on the question
of protection for the Inmber and timber industries of the West
and the South Massachusetts voted 100 per cent for free trade.
This is in line with the attitude of the eastern manufacturing
interests since the beginning of the protective-tariff policy in
withholding the benefits of that policy from other interests. In
" this connection I ecall attention to an article that appeared in
the Century Magazine, in the issue of May, 1928, written by
William BE. Dodd, on the subject “ 8hall Our Farmers Become
Peasants? " Mr. Dodd called attention in that article to a letter
written by one Abbott Lawrence, a business man of Massachu-
setts, about 1828, the letter being addressed to Daniel Webster,
in which he stated, in effect, that if the then pending tariff bill
should be adopted it would keep the South and West in debt to
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New England for a hundred years. That prophecy came true,
[Applanse, ]

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Oregon [Mr. KoreLL].

Mr. KORELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks and to include therein an edi-
torial from one of the northwestern newspapers.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. KorELL]
asks unanimous consent to extend and revise his remarks ns
indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. EORELL, Mr, Chairman, a consideration of the bill that
is pending before the House at the present time involves a dis-
cussion of the question of security. 1 might say, as an intro-
duction to the remarks that I expect to make, that I believe
we should have a Navy that will be adequate to protect our com-
merce, our coasts, and our country. I also believe in protecting
American industries and American workingmen. Accordingly
I am a firm believer in the principle of a protective policy.

The few thoughts that I desire to offer on the question of
security will be directed to that phase of the discussion which
relates to economic security; in other words, to the principle of
a protective policy.

The United States Tariff Commission has made careful and
exhaustive investigations and rendered full and complete reports
on logs and red-cedar shingles showing lower wages, lower costs,
and prices of logs, and lower transport rates in lumber and
shingle production in Canada than in the United States, not-
withstanding these findings of the Tariff Commission it has
been repeatedly claimed by lumber and shingle tariff opponents
that wages, costs, and rates are higher in Canada than they are
in the United States.

It has been definitely and conelusively shown and admitted by
silence or failure of denial that every witness that appeared be-
fore the Ways and Means Committee of the House or the Finance
Committee of the Senate opposing lumber and shingle tariffs was
an owner of foreign mill and timber interests, an importer or
the agent or employee of foreign mill and timber or importing
interests. In other words, that they represented foreign inter-
ests against American interests. This fact has seemingly re-
ceived little or no consideration.

In the hearings held by the committee Canadian statistics
were presented. They showed that lumber production had in-
creased 160 per cent in Canada during the past 10 years, Tariff
Commission figures show that British Columbia shingle produe-
tion has increased 399 per cent since 1913. Department of
Commerce records of production show a decrease in such pro-
duction of 109 per cent since 1925, and the same records
disclose that shingle production has decreased 27 per cent since
1913. All these facts are seemingly ignored.

There must be a reason for the enormous production gains in
Canada and the large decrease in production in the United
States. Canadian producers are not more efficient than Amer-
ican manufacturers. Canadian workmen, which are about 45
per cent oriental, are in no wige superior to American workmen,
Canadian mills for the most part use American machinery.
The reasons for Canadian gains and American losses can
therefore lie only in the fact that Canadian tariff laws afford
benefits and advantages to Canadian lumber and shingle pro-
duction and that the United States tariff laws handicap and
discriminate against the production of American lumber and
shingle products, even for the United States markets. No
other reason or cause can possibly be assigned.

Lumber prices to the mills have declined from $31.78 per
thousand feet in 1923 to $25.61 in 1928, according to the census
report of lumber, lath, and shingles, but retail prices to con-
sumers have remained almost as a whole exactly the same to
the ultimate consumer,

I will ask leave to insert a comparative table of figures show-
ing lumber production, shipments, and orders for the years
1925 to 1928, both inclusive.

Production
Year (M feet)

Orders
(M fe=t)

1925
1928
1927, .
1928

519, 613
%, 950, 210
85, 237, 017
34, 070, 321

38, 634, 200
87,375, 441
85, 003, 432
35,351, 808

These figures indicate that from 1925 to 1928 preduction of
lumber in the United States declined 6,449,000,000 feet. The de-
cline in orders amounted to 3,332,000,000 feet and the decline in
shipments 4,608,000,000 feet. No industry could go through
such conditions as indicated without being in what anyone
would call a depression. In fact, any industry is in a depres-
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sion when it can not produce and sell at ieast 80 per cent of its
marginal production at cost or profit. The lumber industry is
not and has not been in a position where it could market 50 per
cent of its production at cost or profit.

These facts are ignored by lumber and shingle tariff oppo-
nents because they are unanswerable, and all of the claims,
charges, and assertions of lumber and shingle tariff opponents
that have been presented fo date are baseless and incorrect.
They can not be sustained by any kind of fair or careful
analysis,

I desire to make a few very brief answers to some of the
charges and assertions that were recently made on the floor
of this House by the opponents of lumber and shingle tariffs.

On May 2 reference was made to the protests of foreign na-
tions, and the statement was made—I quote the speaker's
words :

In the press to-day you will read where the Government of Canada
in its budget yesterday raised its tariff rates, and raised them to a
retalintory equal to the rates in the present bill, with the statement
that if this law goes into effect they will be raised to be on a parity
with this law.

The gentleman, whose words I have quoted, should have gone
further and said that articles and editorials have repeatedly
appeared in the press against lumber and shingle tariffs. He
could have truthfully stated, as a matter of fact, that all of
such articles and editorials have eminated from the influence
and propaganda or misrepresentations of American and Cana-
dian mill or timber and importing interests whose sole aim has
been and is now to protect their foreign investments and im-
porting interests regardless of costs to the American public.

He could also have added to his statement the assertion that
these foreign interests are fighting to hold the Canadian market
to their exclusive benefit and still to retain the American
markets as a free outlet for their surplus lumber products.
Such is the case, and the opponents of lumber and shingle
tariffs are helping these foreign interests to accomplish their
aim. They are assisting to “ hog tie” American labor, Ameri-
can business, and American industry to the benefit of the
cheap Hindu and oriental labor of Canada and the peasant
labor of Eurcpe. To be more specific and direct, they are aid-
ing the foreign mill and timber investors to enrich themselves
at the expense of the American people.

It seems astonishing that Members of this House should
speak of retaliatory rates in connection with lumber and shingle
tariffs. Canada has not threatened to increase her lumber
tariffs should Congress propose a tariff on lumber and shingles.
On the contrary, the Members of the House must know that
Canada charges a 25 per cent tariff against United States lum-
ber products or an average tariff of from $4 to $10 per thousand
feet of lumber. Aeccordingly, the argument of the speaker,
whose words I have quoted, must be that a Canadian tariff of
from $4 to $10 per thousand feet is just a retaliatory tariff
against the United States free lumber and free shingles, or
again he might mean that those amounts would be * retaliatory
equal” to the 756 cents American tariff per thousand feet of
lumber which he urged this House to vote down on the 2d of
May.

Not a single one of the gentlemen who spoke against the lum-
ber and shingle tariffs stated that during all of the fight for
lumber and shingle tariffs before Congress Canada has not made
any offer to remove her lumber tariffs in an effort to afford
American labor and American lumber products the same oppor-
tunity in Canadian markets that Capadian labor and Canadian
lumber and shingle products now enjoy in American markets.
Neither the speaker whose words I have quoted nor any of the
American lumber and shingle tariff opponents have even hinted
or suggested that it might be fair for Canada, in view of free
Iamber and shingle markets in the United States, to somewhat
_nearly play a fair game and open her markets to American
lumber and shingle products like the markets of the United
States. Canada has no such object in view. The Canadians
figure, and very properly so, that as long as their Canadian lobby
can dietate lmmbering-tariff policies to the American Congress
there is no need for generosity or fair play on the part of
Canada.

In this connection I might say that during President Taft's
administration it was proposed that a reciprocity tariff shonld
be put into effect between Canada and the United States. But
after the United States Congress had passed favorably upon
such a proposal Canada turned its thumbs down upon it.

Mr, CROWTHER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, KORELL. With pleasure.

Mr. CROWTHER. Does the gentleman from Oregon realize
that Canada is the only country in all the world that for all
the period since the war has refused to make any change in her
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tariff duties? Every nation in the world has revised and raised
its tariff duties since the period of the war, including the safe-
gunarding of key interests of Great Britain in 1820, to which
they have added very considerably as the years have gone by.

It is only very recently that there has been any activity on
the part of Canada with reference to a revision of their tariff
and that was because of a political discussion in their last elec- .
tion and is not on account of the American tariff, as the gentle-
man has suggested and is justly criticizing. It is due to the
subjeet being discussed very considerably in the last election,
and the realization that they were losing out or were suffering
intensely because they had allowed their tariff walls to stand
and everybody else in the world had raised barriers against
them,

Mr. KORELL. I believe the gentleman's statement is abso-
lutely correct, at least, it is in full accord with my understand-
ing of the sitmation.

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KORELL. Yes.

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. If there is a tariff on our lumber
products it would indicate a competitive ecapacity on our part,
which contradicts the need for a tariff on their products.

Mr., KORELL. On the contrary, I intend to cite the gentle-
man some fignres a little later on in my presentation to the
House that will show that that is not the case.

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. What is the significance of a tariff
on our lumber products if we can not compete with Canadian
lumber interests.

Mr. KORELL. The object of it is to keep the Canadian mar-
kets exclusively for the Canadians and to keep the American
markets for the Canadians at the same time, whereas what I
am advocating is that we should give the American lumbermen
a fair opportunity in their own markets by protecting them from
competition with lower priced foreign lumber manufactured
with cheap labor and with lower transport costs.

Another thing that the gentleman might have stated—and he
would have been entirely correct if he had done so—that Canada
charges an export tax of from $1 to $2 per thousand feet of logs
when shipped to American markets and that the Canadian Gov-
ernment restricts, limits, and prohibits log shipments to Ameri-
can mills, and he might have truthfully added that American
lumber products are effectually barred from Canadian markets.
These facts were presenfed to the Ways and Means Committee.
They have repeatedly been presented in various ways for the
information of Members of Congress.

The opponents of lumber and shingle tariffs pose as friends
of the farmer. They favor large farm tariffs. But how they
will benefit the farmer with large tariffs and still drive the
farmers' best customer—American labor—io idleness and so
pauperize him that he can not buy the products of the farm is
a miracle yet to be performed. Lumber industry idleness at
present, according to labor and Department of Labor statistics,
totals elose to 400,000. The present amount of lnumber workmen
idle is merely decreasing purchasing power one-half. It is less-
ening the daily purchases approximately $800,000 or yearly pur-
chases upward of $292,000,000. Fully 60 per cent of this fall off
in purchasing power will be reflected in reduced farm-produet
purchases. So the farmer stands to lose $172,000,000 yearly
in sales through the deceit and deception of foreign propa-
gandists that have driven American labor to idleness.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KORELIL. Yes.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. I would like to emphasize
that when you put 400,000 laborers out of work that means you
have put 2,000,000 people on half rations; that means your
farmer is going to sell about 1,000,000 loaves less every day of
the year, and it means you are going to sell millions fewer of
shoes, of work shirts, suits, hats, and everything else which the
workman and his family use. That is the effect of putting
400.000 men permanently out of employment, and the Members
of this Congress who voted only a few days ago to continue that
sitnation all over this couniry apparently have little regard
for the workmen in their own factories and for the farmers
in all of the States of this Union whose markets are curtailed by
the condition they are enforcing. They are giving employment
to orientals just across the line who are not permitted to come
into the United States and compete with our workmen. I am
opposed to their entrance to the United States, but even then
we would feed and clothe them from our farms and factories,
but we permit them to compete with our workmen and be fed
and clothed by a foreign country. This policy is grossly unfair
te everybody in this country.

Mr. KORELL. That is very trune. But what I said just
preceding the gentleman's statement is not all. There are many

kindred and dependent operations to lumbering activities. They
too are being foreced to idleness and will shortly sustain losses.
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Among these T might mention the railroads, merchant marine,
gaw manufacturers, machinery houses, leather-belt makers,
chain, cable, and wire manufacturers, tool houses, and many
other manufacturers too numerous to enumerate. General com-
merce always shares in losses, distress, and idleness, and the
final result of the collapse of the lumber and shingle industries
will be that American labor, American business, and American
industry will lose approximately $500,000,000 yearly just to
satisfy the greed of American investments in foreign mills and
timber.

Idleness will only serve to create greater farm surpluses, to
lower farm-product prices, to completely destroy the home value
of farm tariffs, to depreciate mill and business properties, to
produce mill and business failures, and in the end depreciate
farm values, and at the same time increase farm taxes and
taxes on other properties remaining out of the bankruptcy
courts, Suoch are the certain and inevitable results from idle-
ness to labor and industry. From that there can be no escape,
for government must continue. Taxes must be paid. And when
factories, mills, and mercantile establishments pass out of exist-
ence that forces increased taxes on remaining properties.
Farms are of the soil and indestructible, and must therefore
eventually bear the brunt of any distress that exterminates
industry and commercial activities.

The intent of Canada is clearly to retain her lumber tariffs
for the purpose of holding her markets for Canadian produe-
tion, Canadian labor, and Canadian industry. Against that
there can be no just complaint. That is Canada’s fair right. It
is a sound national policy through which Canada has obtained
and now holds an enormous lumber and shingle production ad-
vantage over lumber and shingle produetion in the United
States, and Canada can not be blamed for retaining those
advantages as long as the United States Government will permit
their retention.

The gentleman from Iowa, a member of the Ways and Means
Committee, and one who should know the real facts, stated * the
lumber situation is different from any other situation we have.”
So it is. No other industry is diseriminated against as is the
lumber industry. It is the football in connection with the pend-
ing tariff bill. Never before have foreign interests so arro-
gantly attempted to dictate the tariff policies of an American
Congress, and never before have American and Canadian inter-
ests so brazenly threatened to defeat all Members of Congress
from certain sections for reelection if they should dare to vote
for lumber and shingle tariffs. That is the situation that is
“ different from any other situation we have.” It is the bold
effrontery of the Canadian lobby in the United States.

The gentleman further stated, “ There are shingle mills that
have gone broke. Lumber mills have gone broke.”

He admits the industry’s distress and the needs for tariff
adjustment, but he nevertheless demands a free market for the
foreign lumber and shingle products of foreign interests, He
claims timber ownerships have had much to do with mill fail-
ures and refers to charts and claims showing timber holdings.
With the greatest respect for the sincerity, industry, and learn-
ing of the gentleman from Iowa, I respectfully submit that if he
had only taken the trouble to even casually examine the reports
from which his charts were prepared he would have instantly
gseen that they are misrepresentative.

Reference to these reports are most interesting, even if they
are thoroughly in error. They are found on page 5492, Cox-
GRESSIONAL Recorp, November 13, 1929, and somewhat revised
on page 4373, CoxcrEss1ONAL Recomp, February 27, 1930. It
was claimed the Weyerhaeuser Timber Co. and affiliated inter-
ests own 60 per eent of the timber of the State of Washington.
That claim having been proven false from the face of the sur-
vey, the claim of ownership was later reduced to 37 per cent in
the revised report. The timber stand of Washington is 282,645,-
481,000 feet. The Weyerhaeuser Timber Co. and affiliated in-
terests are represented, according to actwual additions of the
listed holdings in the survey, to own 57,600,000,000 feet, and
according to the statement on page 4570 of the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp to own 100,000,000,000 feet, or control that amount. The
latter amount is more than three times the actual holdings of
the Weyerhaeuser Co., and the misleading statements show the
resort to which lumber and shingle tariff opponents have gone
in attempting to hide the real tariff issues involved.

It is interesting to note that the Snoqualmie Lumber Co., a
Weyerhaeuser company, is said to own or control 7,000,000,000
feet of timber in King County, Wash. The Snoqualmie Co.
actually owns less than 2,000,000,000 feet, and the 5,000,000,000
feet remaining, which it is represented the Snoqualmie Co.
controls, is the property of the United States Government. This
can be verified from Government records in the city of Wash-
ington. But little mistakes like these' are minor matters fo
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Canadian lobbyists when they are seeking to hide their real
reasons for opposition to lumber and shingle tariffs.

The figures of this Canadian lobby survey afford many very
interesting revelations. For instance, there is a disclosure of
how the lobby secure their data. Upon this point it will be
noted that the tables submitted show the Milwaukie Land Co.
as the owner of 7,500,000,000 feet and that this in turn is
represented as being the equivalent of 8 per cent of Washing-
ton's timber. What is 8 per ecent of 282 645.481,0007 It is
22,611,638,480 or 2.6 per cent, but 8 per cent sounds bigger than
2 per cent. Hence the larger figure has been used.

Take the case of the Long-Bell Lumber Co. The percentage
shown is about doubled. Many other percentages are also
erroneously represented. The same queer figuring appears in
the charts exhibited in the House of Representatives on May 2.
Many of the figures appearing in the charts were taken from the
survey. Figures in the remaining charts, with one exception,
while spoken of as Tariff Commission figures, show upon their
face that they are merely the figures of the Pacific Lumber and
Inspection Bureau, an organization without any official stand-
ing. They do not correspond with the Government figures that
are obtainable here in Washington.

As I have already stated, the listed large company holdings,
including Government timber, and all other errors, total 105,-
300,000,000 feet. That is just 4.5 per cent of 2,214,000,000,000
feet, which is the total Nation's timber stand. There must,
therefore, remain for the little fellow and numerous other
holders of timber 95.5 per cent, and this is owned by 946,871
American farmers and other eitizens of 46 States of the Union.
The Canadian lobbyists represent the fight to be against the
timber owner, and it must therefore be against the little fellows
owning 95.5 per cent of the Nation's timber as well as against
the 4.5 per cent of the big fellows’ interests. However, timber
ownership is just a bit of smoke-screen to hide the interests of
the foreign mill and timber owner who wants to retain American
markets as a dumping ground for his surplus products.

The gentleman exhibited a chart showing an export to Japan
of 316,023,000 feet of logs from Washington, Oregon, and British
Columbia. The Department of Commerce in Bulletin No. 3,
Domestic Exports, shows the United States export to have been
20,272,000 feet of fir and 282237,000 feet of cedar. That shows
the United States shipped about 90 per cent of the asserted total
instead of 71 per cent, and it also shows that the person who
furnished the figures for the Congressman was merely guessing,

No explanation is given of the fact that 89 per cent of the total
shipment is of cedar, nor of the further fact that a very con-
siderable portion of the export is Port Orford cedar, grown
only on the west coast of Oregon, and a wood purchasable only
from Oregon and very much preferred by the Japanese.

The export lumber claimed as going to Japan presents a dif-
ferent case. The gentleman stated it to have been 667,349,936
feet. The same bulletin referred to shows the United States
export to have been 415,249,000 feet. Some other couniry there-
fore must have shipped 252,100,000 feet, or 37 per cent of the
alleged total, instead of 28.9 per cent.

The export to China is given as 377,957,457 feet. Again the
same bulletin shows the United States shipment to have been
123,072,000 feet, or that nearly T0 per cent, instead of 11.7 per
cent, was shipped by some country other than the United States.

Other numerous errors in the export fizures appear in the
same proportion to those noted, but the ones checked are surely
sufficient to show that the figures of the Canadian lobbyists are
utterly unreliable. There is no telling how, when, or where
they got them. It is highly probably they were like Topsy—they
“ just grew.”

Neither should it be overlooked in making eomparisons that
the American lumber business is a business of 125,000,000
people. That of Canada is a business of only 10,000,000 people,
A Bears-Roebuck store should hardly be compared to a corner
grocery when it is sought to compare amounts of business. E

The gentleman from Iowa presented a chart assertedly pre-
pared from Tariff Commission figures showing higher shingle
production costs in British Columbia than in Washington and
Oregon. The Tariff Commission pointedly stated that log, la-
bor, and transport rates were lower in British Columbia than in
Washington and Oregon. That is a fact well known to the gen-
tleman, and it is verified on pages 7, 11, and 21 of the log report,
and 11, 23, 49, and 72 of the shingle report. There is not and
can not be any guestion as to higher costs in Washington and
Oregon if credence can be placed in the Tariff Commission’s
report and the duly constituted tariff fact-finding body of the
United States.

Concerning the Russian menace, the gentleman from Iowa
stated that Russian lumber sold for $38.74 per thousand feet.
No doubt he is correct if he is guoting a retail price, but if a
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wholesale price, some consideration should be given to what is
otherwise reported. The Soviet Union Year Book, 1929, states
the returns to Russian exporters amounted to $14.50 per thou-
sand feet of lumber, and that such a procedure is and has been
productive of devastation and waste, but they are conditions
forced from the no lumber protection tariff policy of the United
States that forees unequal competition with low production costs
of foreign lumber and shingle producing nations.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., EORELL. Yes,

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. If the gentleman will per-
mit, I would like to comment on that Russian situation. In
the tariff debate the other day it was emphasized that we had
little competition from Russia, and a letter was read from some-
body in the Department of Commerce stating that we would
probably not have much competition within the next few years,
but on the day that speech was made on the floor of this
House representatives of the Soviet Government were examin-
ing and studying lumber mills in the State of Mississippi with a
view to taking the same kind of mills into Russia for the pur-
pose of cutting up confiscated timber, and those mills to be
operated by workmen who receive the equivalent of 50 cents
a day, in order that they may ship their lumber here and com-
pete with our lumber producers and with our workmen. I say
they were in this country the day that speech was made examin-
ing our mills with a view to taking large numbers of these
mills into the Russian and Siberian forests to compete with us.

Mr. KORELL. I believe the gentleman's statement to be
correct. The letter to which he referred was a letter from
Mr. Axel H. Oxholm.

The letter, at most, contained merely a mass of guesses. The
Soviet Union Yearbook for 1929 relates the plans of the Soviet
Government for lumber production, expansion, and exploitation,
Regardless of what Mr. Oxholm or anyone else may guess, the
historic faet remains that Russia has quickly jumped to first
place as a nation in lumber exports, and that lumber production
expansion has increased faster than was either planned or
anticipated by the Soviet Union.

This is the history of the lumbering industry of the North-
west for the past 17 years, and in addition to waste and de-
vastation, forced by free lumber and free sghingles, the un-
profitableness of lumbering operations have greatly retarded
reforestation activities, and repeated and continued periods of
mill idleness have almost completely stopped the reclamation of
cut-over lands. These enormous losses will not fall only to the
people of the Northwest. They will spread, as I have already
stated, to every section of the Nation, to the manufacturers of
the East, the planter of the South, and the producer of the
West and Mid West, for lumber workmen fotal hundreds of
thousands and they buy in all the markets of the Nation.

The gentleman from the State of Minnesota, the home of the
opposition to lumber and shingle tariffs, because of the fact
that a considerable number of Americans live there who have
large investments in Canadian mills and timber, is a staunch
opponent of lumber and shingle tariffs. He argues for free
lumber, free shingles, and high farm tariffs, but says compari-
son of farm tariffs with lumber and shingle tariffs are unfair
comparisons. Both are products of the soil, crops produced
from the same lands; the difference being that it takes longer
to produce the timber crop than it does to raise the wheat, oat,
corn, or hay erop.

The gentleman makes the statement:

Income tax reports for the year 1929 show that a large number of
Jumber and shingle mills in Washington and Oregon that own their
own timber have prospered, and they are prospering.

It should be noted that the gentleman specifies the year of
1929, It is an absolutely safe assertion that he has no report
of the income taxes for 1929, and if he doubts the losses of
lumbering operators he should refer to the report of the Com-
mission of Internal Revenue of date of May 14, 1929, showing
the combined net incomes of 37 representative lumber and
shingle manufacturing companies engaged in lumbering opera-
tions. This report shows that in 1923 these 37 corporations lost
$86,573, that they lost $66,658 in 1924, that they made $96,514
in 1925, that they lost $38,182 in 1926, and that they lost $37,622
in 1927, It is also perfectly safe to assert, because it is a posi-
tive fact, that these 37 representative corporations lost money
during the years of 1928 and 1929, but the report did not and
could not have included those years at the date of the report.

A recent investigation has been made by the National City
Co. of the fir-lumber industry. Because it so clearly shows the
depressed condition of the industry I ask leave to incorporate a
brief statement made by the National City Co. as a result of its
investigation:
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During a brief period of approximately 15 months, commencing in the
automn of 1926 and extending into January, 1928, the National City
Co. had rather close contact with the fir-lumber situation of the Pacifie
Northwest, and undertook a survey of conditions in this industry. The
survey embraced not only an economic study of the lumber situation
generally, but an analysis of balance sheets and earnings statements
over a period of five years of approximately 100 different concerns en-
gaged in logging or manufacturing operations, or both.

* The combined balance sheets of 104 concerns showed current assets
of approximately $38,500,000 and current operating liabilities and accru-
als of $11,600,000. Their fixed assets of all kinds were carried on
their books at approximately $240,000,000. Their liabilities other than
current operating liabilities aggregated approximately $90,250,000, of
which approximately $63,000,000 were funded and the balance repre-
sented by current obligations, As against this portrayal of resources
and Habilities, the most striking factor developed by the fizures wns the
low annual earnings returned from the employment of this vast aggre-
gation of timber resources, mill facilities, and man power. The figures
speak for themselves. After providing for operating charges, deprecla-
tlon, and depletion, there remained as net income available for the pay-
ment of interest and taxes the following sums :

1922 __ 7Pt -+ 89, 715, 000
1923 .17, 034, 000
1924 253, 000
1925 i 1, 873, 000
1926 (deficit) 105, 000

“ That the fir-lumber industry by the end of 19268 had reached a low
ebb of vitality is the only possible deduction from the analysis given.”

Considerable comment has been made about Canada being
the best customer the United States has. A glance at the
fumber and shingle exports to that country does not confirm
the statement. Past statements have shown we annually im-
port from Canada about 1,500,000,000 feet of lumber and
2,229.000,000 shingles. According to the Department of Com-
merce Bulletin No. 3, Domestic Exports, we shipped to Canada
in 1928, 140,906,000 feet of logs and other lumber products, and
that we exported to Canada 7,286,000 shingles. The lumber
export is about one-tenth as large as the lumber import from
Canada, and the shingle export to Canada is about 0.035 per
cent of the shingle import. Recent press reports show a decline
in Canadian imports from the United States and an increased
export from Canada to the United States. The final analysis
of the Canadian impert question is that they buy from us what
they do not themselves produce or can not purchase elsewhere
at a lower cost. It is rather absurd to pretend they buy from
us through a desire to be our patrons or to show us special
favors. The rule of buying in all cases of imports is to buy
where the desired article can be purchased at the lowest cost,
and that is Canada’s policy, the same as that of any other
nation.

Much stress has been placed on the guestion of mills owning
their own timber. There are thousands of mills in the United
States that do not own their own timber. They are the little
fellows that to date have helped to prevent too great a cem-
tralization of mill and timber ownerships. They are the mills
that have very largely helped to keep down the prices of lumber
and shingles but seemingly they are the mills, these little fel-
lows, that the opponents of lumber and shingle tariffs would
seek to destroy. If it be the aim of lumber and shingle tariff

opponents to create greater centralization of mill and timber

ownerships they are certainly working strongly to that end,
for the foreign mill and timber interests are the large interests-
and as soon as the small interests can be destroyed and the
little fellows driven to bankruptey the big fellows on both sides
of the international boundary can then combine and demand
whatever price they may wish for their products, but first they
must destroy the little mill and bankrupt the little fellow. A
moment's thought will clearly show there is more real danger
of increased lumber prices from centralized ownership of mills
and timber than could possibly result from any tariffs Congress
might be induced to place against foreign importations of Iumm-
ber and shingle products.

In conclusion, I insert part of an editorial of The Morning
Oregonian appearing in the issue of that paper dated May 6,
1930. It summarizes the situation of the Northwest and states
the alternatives that are faced by the representatives of the
lumber States.

LUMEBER HIT BY COMBINED BLOCS

Joining forces in an unnatural alliance, the agricultural Mid West and
the industrial East dealt a severe blow to the lumber industry of the
Pacific coast and the South by refusing to place any protective duties on
forest products. The old fight for free raw materials that enter into
protected finished products is renewed. Formrerty the industrial Bast
fought to place products of the farm on the free list or under low
duties. In the tariff struggle now drawing to a close the Democratic-
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Insurgent coalition from the Mid West and the South has contended for
more protection on farm products, no increase on manufacturers, but
these eontending forces combined to deal a body blow at Iumber. All
of which shows that each element forgets protection as a national
policy, votes for its selfish interest, and the devil take the interest that
is short of cnough votes,

If there were such a thing as gratitude in tariff politics, the lumber
States would have a strong claim on the farming States for some
return for aild given in obtaining farm relief laws. The delegations
from the Pacific Northwest States have at times gone beyond reason
in supporting the claims of agriculture, but there has been no reclproe-
ity. The lumber indusiry is the best home market for the farmer,
but he does not hesitate to throw it away for the sake of cheap
Iumber.

American lumber is now exposed to attack from all sides and is
utterly undefended by the tariff which protects almost every other
industry. Russian lumber is driving the American product out of
Japan, China, and northern Europe, where Finland also enters the con-
test. Expatriated American capital imports Canadian lumber in eom-
petition with the American product of capital that has remained Amer-
fean. Exposed to severe competition in both the domestic and the for-
eign markets, the American lumberman must buy food products on a
highly protected market but must sell his product in a free-trade mar-
ket. He can make with good cause the same complaint which the
farmer has made without cause. He may now choose between forming
a lumber bloc to secure protection and becoming an out-and-out free
trader in order to reduce his cost of produetion.

But the battle yet to be fought out over the debenture and the flexible
tariff raises doubt whether the tariff bill will become law in any form.
On those two Issupes the majority of the House stands firmly behind
President IToover. The latter's letter to Representative TiLsoN is a
plain intimation that he would veto a bill providing the debenture. The
case for legislative instead of executive control of the flexible tariff has
been made too weak to stand against the President’s argument. When
Congress has consumed 15 months over a tariff bill, there could be no
assurance of prompt action on a bill to revise a single duty or that such
a bill would not be extended to the entire tariff. Being able to boast of
having gained much for the farmer, the Senate coalition might well
hesitate to lose this advantage by inviting a veto against which it could
not muster a two-thirds vote of both SBenate and House.

The lumber States ean view the possibility of a veto with indifference,
for they have nothing to lose by it, having already lost all they hoped
to gain. . A veto should tame the arrogance of the farm bloc and may
teach the farmers that to trample on all other interests is not the best
way to serve their own. Their power to gain the utmost for their
group of interests has reached its climax in the present tariff debate, and
the profit is dubious. That is the result of rupturing parties and bulld-
ing factions out of classes or sections.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
North Dakota [Mr. SINCLAIR. ]

A SYSTEM OF RESERVOIRS FOR FLOOD CONTROL AND AS AN AID TO
AGRICULTURE AND NAVIGATION

Mr. SINCLAIR. Mr, Chairman and members of the com-
mittee, during the hearings held about two years ago by the
Committee on Flood Control of the House, there appeared
before us Hon. John F. Stevens, chief engineer in the building
of the Panama Canal, and the man whose plans for that great
undertaking were adopted. Among other things, he stated at
that time that “ sufficient data had not been accumulated in
order to prepare a comprehensive plan of flood control ” for the
floods on the Mississippi River and its tributaries. That state-
ment, Mr. Speaker, coming from so eminent an engineer, prob-
ably the foremost in this country, impressed the committee
most profoundly. That idea was embodied in the legislation
which was later prepared, being the specific section in the law
enacted May 15, 1928, providing for the study and survey of
the tributaries of the Mississippi River system.

To-day we are facing the necessity of amending the flood
eontrol act and still, notwithstanding the fact that provision
was made for obtaining authentic information for our guidance
in deterniining a comprehensive plan, enough progress has not
been made for us to determine upon a plan. I am advised by
the War Department that these surveys of the tributaries
provided for in the law are now being made as rapidly as
possible, and that a preliminary report may be expected this
summer, or before the next session of Congress. A great deal
of statistical material has been collected already, both scien-
tific and accurate, which, while valuable and convinecing to
some, still is not sufficient as a basis on which to build the
greatest engineering work ever undertaken in this country.

When Congress passed the present flood control act we were
forced to act hastily and upon immature plans because of the
great pending emergency. The plans of the Chief Army Engi-
neer seemed the best within the limits of cost set for us. No
one seriously believed that the Government could take a large
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acreage-of farm or timbered lands for flood and spillway pur-
poses without just compensation to the owners, and it was
obvious to Congress that that part of the plan was sure to meet
with opposition in the courts. That is exactly what has hap-
pened. The courts have restrained the Government from pro-
ceeding without first paying for the rights which it secks to
exercise over private property. In consequence of this action,
President Hoover, therefore, has very wisely withdrawn all
construction work on this portion ef the flood plan until the
whole question can be again reviewed by the engineers for
further recommendations to Congress.

The feasibility of fuse-plug levees and flood ways has been the
subject of much conflicting opinion among engineers, as well
as laymen, ever gince this method was advanced in the Jadwin
plan, Prominent engineers familiar with the floods of the Mis-
sissippi have pronounced them inadequate and of doubtful
value. In addition, the flood ways required to carry a super-
flood must now be paid for in advance, and this will involve an
unjustifiable expense. It was in accordance with that view
that the obligation of finding a better and cheaper plan was
thrown back on Congress by the President. The adopted project
included in the act of 1928, besides providing for the strengthen-
ing and raising of the levees and completing the river-bank
stabilization, also provided for three main flood ways. In the
case of a maximum flood it was proposed to pass the water
from the main channel of the river into the flood way by fuse-
plug levees in order to reduce the flooding at certain points.
One flood way was to be located in Missouri, another in Arkan-
sas and Louisiana, and the third in Louisiana below Red River
to the Gulf. This plan was adopted by Congress in the
thought that the damages for the flooding of private property
would be assessed when the damage occurred, estimated to
occur at intervals of from 3 to 10 years. However, the courts
have taken a different view of the matter, and have held
that by express design of the plan these areas are to be flooded
and used as flood ways, and that the damages expected are due
to ti‘:l: property owners at the initiation of the flood-control
Wor!

The three main flood way or storage areas provided for are
on the west side of the river, The citizens of Kentucky, Ten-
nessee, and Mississippi insist that there are two additional
storage basins on the east side of the river, not provided for in
the Jadwin plan, but nevertheless equally damaging to their
property as a result of the proposed works on the opposite side
of the river., The flood ways contemplated, however, are the
Missouri diversion in southeast Missouri, the Boeuf Basin
flood way in Arkansas, and the Atchafalaya River in Louisiana.
The amount of water to be diverted down these flood ways is to
be controlled by levees made of softer or looser earth which will
give way or blow-out when a certain height is reached by the
river. In the opinion of many engineers, these levees are of
doubtful control. No one can say accurately with what force
or volume the water from the main channel will pass out into
the flood way, nor whether it will cease to flow through, once it
breaks over when a given volume has been released.

It is sufficient for our present consideration to know that it
will positively inundate a large area and ruin the property of

"many people, and that this will be done deliberately by a pre-

meditateq plan of the Government to do that very thing. It
is obvious that the Government must then be responsible for
the damages to private property resulting therefrom.

The Missouri flood way embraces an area of about 145,000
acres, affecting 3,500 people, dispossessing them of their homes
and property, and costing approximately $30,000,000. The Boeuf
Basin flood way contains 1,440,000 acres with a backwater area
of 1,085,000 acres additional. The population now living in this
basin is about 70,000, and the value of the land used as a flood
way is estimated at $126,000,000. The Atchafalaya flood way
covers 1,190,000 acres with a population of about 40,000, The
cost of this flood way is estimated at $180,000,000. Here is a
total additional expenditure of $336,000,000 which the Federal
Government must assume if it should complete the flood works
contemplated in the adopted project.

Further, there is at least another $300,000,000 of estimated
damages in these flood-way areas, to railroads, highways, towns,
cities, telephone and electrie light properties, river improvements
and revetments that must be counted in, according to the esti-
mates submitted to the committee two years ago by General
Jadwin. At that time it was held that all this expense should
be borne by the local and State interests, It is safe to assume
that the total cost to the Federal Government of the adopted
project under the act of May 15, 1928, with the additional in-
terpretations by the courts in recent decisions, would be well
over a billion dollars.

When the legislation was under consideration by Congress
many Members were troubled by the conflicting phraseology of
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the bill. It provided for an adopted project and the creation
of a commission to make further studies and surveys, and that
this commission should reconcile the adopted plan with other
plans suggested by the commission, and that if full approval
could not be had as to all the engineering differences, the com-
mission should make a recommendation to the President. The
result of all this seemingly conflicting language is that approval
of the flood-way portion of the Jadwin plan has not been given
by the President, and all progress on that phase of the work
has been held up for further study. The difficulty was that
Congress faced a grave emergency at the time of the enactment
of the legislation, and attempted to pass a comprehensive flood
control bill without sufficient data on which to base it. Many
Members knew that the bill as passed could never be carried
out without the expenditure of a vastly greater sum than was
proposed in the measure. The same problem is still before
Congress and will require definite action when the surveys and
studies to be made on the tributaries become available.

Practically every engineer of note who appeared before the
Flood Control Committee voiced the opinion that the ideal plan
for controlling floods on the great Father of Waters is by means
of reservoirs, The only question raised was that of cost. No
accurate estimate was presented or obtainable as to the cost of
this mode of control, and therefore in the law as enacted sec-
tion 10 was inserted which—

Provides for the survey of all tributaries of the great river with a
view to controlling flood water by means of reservoirs and their effect
upon floods in the lower valley, the benefits that will accrue to naviga-
tion and agriculture from the prevention of erosion and siltage, the
capacity of the soils to receive and hold waters, the income to be derived
and the extent to which such waters may be made available for publie
and private uses, and the stabilizing effect on stream flow of the
retained waters as a means of preventing erosion, siltage, and improving
navigation.

It is believed that this method of flood control will prove to
be entirely effective, and it is in the interest of national economy
that it be given most careful study. These surveys provided for
in the law should be prosecuted to completion at the earliest
possible date in order that the information thus obtained be
made accessible to Congress, and legislation for a permanent
and comprehensive plan expedited. The present law makes no
provision for saving these run-off waters. It proposes to waste
forever what should be conserved as a great natural resource.

Source stream control for the elimination of floods on the
Mississippi River is no new proposal. We find that it has been
suggested from the very earliest history of floods on the great
river. However, this method has been given no consideration
for the last 40 years because the Army engineers were go thor-
oughly convinced of the superiority of their plan of *levees
only " that they gave no thought to any other. Even after the
great calamity of 1927 both the Chief Engineer of the Army and
the Mississippi River Commission, with a record of 40 years of
monumental failure back of them, made the levee system the
nasis of their recommendations. They merely increased the
fimensions of the levees, with diversions and spillways added.

Reservoirs and source stream control was given only the mosL
cursory notice, With reference to the inadequate treatment of
reservoirs by the Board of Army Engineers, I feel that it is
not amiss to call attention here to the fact (in order to indicate
the bias and prejudice of these men) that the officer detailed to
make the examination of some 500 reservoir sites as a possible
means of flood control was not only an officer of the Army but
was also at the same time acting as an executive of a large
utility and power company. He was on half pay with the Army
and giving most of his time to the power company. He made
what might be termed a worm’s eye or swivelchair inspection
of the 500 reservoir sites and rejected practically all of them
as flood-control factors. Since then it has developed, through
the investigations of another body, that the power companies
were engaged at that very time in the wholesale business of
buying and influencing newspapers, the teachers, schools, and
colleges of the Nation in an effort to discredit public ownership,
development, and control of electric-power sites and electrical
ergy for the use and benefit of all the people. Would it be
0o much for us to infer that they had also made overtures
toward effectively influencing the views and opinions of the
engineers of the Army?

President Hoover is an able engineer, and he very promptly
stopped all diversion and flood work provided for under the
adopted project when the courts decided that the owners of
this property embraced in the floodways must be paid for it in
advance. It is now up to Congress to provide some other plan.
In the meantime the work of bringing the levees up to the
stgndard grade and section can be pushed vigorously to comple-
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tion. Also, bank revetments and channel stabilization can be
continued in the interests of navigation. These works are of a
permanent character and will take several years to complete,
Then, when the tributary surveys and studies are available, a
final plan of flood control can be adopted by Congress. I am
convinced that when the report of these investigations is before
us the wisdom of reservoir construnction as a means of flood
control will be fully demonstrated.

There is enough evidence from various authentie sources to
indicate the success of source stream control as one of the
factors of this comprehensive plan. In addition to terracing
and soil absorption, the proposal includes a system of reservoirs
in the upper regions of the basins of the Missouri, the upper
Mississippi, the Ohio, the White, the Arkansas, and the Red
Rivers and their tributaries. Preliminary studies disclose the
fact that there are known reservoir sites on each of these
streams which will afford storage facilities adequate to reduce
flood stages at Cairo, IlL, to the extent of 11 feet during a
possible maximum flood. It is believed by some that this reduc-
tion may be increased to 20 feet. Had such a control been in
effect in 1927, there would have been no flood damages in the
lower Mississippi River. There have been detailed surveys
made by competent local engineers of reservoir sites having
the following storage capacities: On the upper Mississippi River,
4,000,000 acre-feet, which will give a reduction of stream flow of
60,000 cubic second-feet; on the Missouri River, 15,000,000 acre-
feet, with a reduction of stream flow of 300,000 cubic second-
feet; on the Ohio River, 10,000,000 acre-feet, which will give a
reduction of 300,000 cubic second-feet; on the Arkansas and
White Rivers, 34,000,000 acre-feet, with a reduction of stream
flow of 500,000 cubic second-feet; and on the Red River, 6,500,
000 acre-feet, with a reduction of stream flow of 100,000 cubic
sécond-feet. These reservoirs can all be built at an estimated
cost of $400,000,000, or a unit retention cost of $6.50 per acre-
foot. This sum is held by able authorities to be a very reason-
able figure. Flood rates of the rivers in 1927 were, respectively :
Upper Mississippi and above Cairo, Ill., 537,000 cubic second-
feet; Missouri, 655,000 cubic second-feet; Ohio, 1,000,000 cubic
second-feet ; White and Arkansas, 1,250,000 cubic second-feet;
Red, 60,000 cubic-second feet. Consequently further reductions
in the discharge of these rivers during floods can be made by
additional reservoirs with increasing the capacities of those
reservoirs already known and under consideration. The annual
discharge of these rivers is as follows: Missouri, 82,000,000
acre-feet; Ohio, 143,000,000 acre-feet; Arkansas and White,
46,000,000 acre-feet ; Red, 42,000,000 acre-feet ; upper Mississippi,
78,000,000 acre-feet,

There has been a very complete and detailed survey of reser-
voir sites made on the headwater tributaries of the Ohio River
by the Pittsburgh Drainage Board. The results of that survey
show that at a very reasonable cost the flood heights in the city
of Pittsburgh can be reduced approximately 10 feet by the build-
ing of a series of 12 dams and reservoirs. These facts are set
forth in the report made by the Flood Commission, which are
available to anyone who wishes to look into the matter. It is
suggested in that report that the reduction of flood heights on
the Ohio River can be increased 20 feet by utilizing all of the
available sites known.

I am more familiar with the upper Missouri River. Im the
Btate of North Dakota there is one reservoir site on the Mis-
gouri River above the city of Bismarck which is capable of stor-
ing 15,000,000 acre-feet. This proposed reservoir site has been
very carefully ingestigated and a detailed survey made by Mr.
R. E. Kennedy, State engineer of North Dakota. His plans and
estimates are for the construction of a reservoir in the Missouri
River by means of a large earthen dam with a steel concrete
core. He proposes to build a dam over 2 miles long with a
maximum height of 175 feet above the river bottom, and a spill-
way of 1,500 feet. The capacity of the reservoir would be
30,000,000 acre-feet, and the cost is estimated at $47,500,000, or
$3.30 per acre-foot. Siltage would be deposited in a lake at the
upper end over a 60-mile area which would take 230 years to
fill. The dimensions of the lake would be 140 by 114 miles,
Mr. Kennedy believes that such a reservoir will store at least
40 per cent of the run-off waters of the Missouri River drainage
basin. His conclusions are that this improvement will effect
the discharge of the Missouri River by reducing the flood flow
at least 80 per cent at Bismarck, and will increase the low-water
flow at least 70 per cent at the same point. In other words, it
will have the effect upon the river of giving it a stabilized flow,
and will insure a constant uniform depth of channel throughout
the year, which is absolutely necessary in the promotion of
water navigation. The Government has spent for dredging pur-
poses alone on the lower Mississippi River approximately a
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million and a half dollars each year for the past five years.
With a stabilized flow in the tributaries this vast expenditure
could be practically discontinued. This feature is especially
important in the case of the upper Missouri, for that river car-
ries 80 per cent of the total siltage of the Mississippi River
system.

It is estimated by well-informed authorities that the annual
amount of siltage carried or delivered by the Missouri River is
over 450,000,000 cubic yards. This amount of solid matter dis-
charged into the lower river makes it imperative, in order to
maintain navigation, to appropriate money continually for
dredging purposes, If we are ever to have a fixed and perma-
nent channel on these rivers we must devise some means, either
by reservoirs or otherwise, of preventing erosion and siltage
along the length of the upper streams. No better means has
been suggested than the reservoir system. The creation of stor-
age in the upper Great Plains region by impounding the waters
in natural reservoirs and ravines will be valuable not only for
flood control but for navigation, irrigation, water supply in
towns and eities, sanitation, and electrical power. The diversion
channels through which part of the waters thus stored may be
conveyed will add greatly to the reforestation and vegetation
which the Government is so interested in promoting. All of
this will materially increase the national income by promoting
the vegetable, animal, wild fowl, and fish life of the country.
Such a diversion channel is contemplated in my State, should a
reservoir system be adopted. The channel will earry waters from
the Missouri River across certain portions of North Dakota,
touch the headwaters of the James and Sheyenne Rivers and
empty into Devils Lake. The level of this lake will be raised 26
feet, thus restoring it to its original helght as it was in 1881
when the country was surveyed.

This diversion project is particularly needed for the health
and sanitation of perhaps 50 small towns and cities in North
and South Dakota. All of these towns have an inadequate
water supply, and the healthfulness and sanitation of their
communities is thereby endangered. Weather Bureau officials
claim, with the increased storage of seepage waters due te this
diversion of flood waters, that the rainfall of the State will be
heavier. In North Dakota, weather observations indicate that
the evaporation from the soil in the last 30 years has been
greater than the rainfall. This is gradually using up the sur-
plus waters of the subsoil, and if not checked, the soil must
eventually become dry and barren. This condition prevails in
much of the Great Plains region. [

Through diversion, the extra waters now running to waste
to the ocean can be conserved and returned to the land, where
it will become valuable to our agriculture. Such a plan will be
a renl farm relief, for the increased unit of produection, without
additional expense, will convert the farmers' labor from loss
to profit. It is my belief that with similar storing of the excess
waters of other streams and tributaries of the Mississippi River,
and diverting them through the soil, the maximum: floods on
that great stream can be reduced at least 25 per cent. Before
such a plan can be formulated it is necessary, of course, that
a complete study and survey be made. It should be submitted
to the judgment of a board of expert and impartial engineers,
who should have the authority to select the best features of all
plans. Surely, on the rolls of 20,000 American civil engineers,
such a board can be selected, capable of solving this problem.
The work contemplated is to last for all time, and should be
of such a nature as will afford the greatest safety and economic
value to the Nation as a whole.

A further benefit to the people of the GYeat Plains region
resulting from river improvements will be the development of
water fransportation. This area now pays the highest freight
rates on its products of any in the Nation. The wheat farmer
in North Dakota pays on the average 8 cents a bushel more
to have his crop transported to the terminal market than does
his neighbor farmer across the border in Canada, with whom
he must compete. Water transportation would greatly reduce
the costs to market on all imperishable products. The pro-
motion of navigation on the Mississippl River will tend to
cheapen freight rates in the whole region. The farmers of
North Dakota ship approximately 200,000 carloads of their
own products annually to markets outside the State, and pay
a freight bill on them of about $50,000,000. Shipment by
river would cut this freight charge very materially. No more
certain * farm relief ” could be enacted by this Congress than
that which will effect cheaper freight rates.

I have but briefly suggested the probable benefits that will
acerue from terracing and soil absorption. The gentleman from
Texas [Mr, BucEANAN] has been instrumental in having legis-
lation passed authorizing the Department of Agriculture to
make studies upon that subject. The gentleman from Oklahoma
[Mr. StosE] has also given a great deal of thought and study
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to this phase of the question, and I believe is working on a plan
for future legislation that will encourage local interests and
individual farmers to do a great deal of this terracing work
and conserve -the waters at the place of their origin. These
efforts deserve the encouragement of the National Government,
and such a program of conservation and control of our greatest
national asset—water—should have the heartiest cooperation
and encouragement from this Congress. I believe that when
the proper steps have been taken our flood waters can be turned
into a blessing of mighty economic value to the Nation.
[Applause.]

AMr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. Hupsox].

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee,
I want to express my appreciation of the forward step in world
peace by the adoption of the London pact, and I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks thereon.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the
House, in the time of the general debate on. the naval appro-
priation bill to-day I desire to express my satisfaction in the
accomplishments of the London Naval Conference. It will go
down in history as of as great importance and significance in its
results as the Washington Armament Conference,

The vision of President Hoover in the calling of the confer-
ence has, in a large measure, been realized. The Nation rejoices
with him in its accomplishments. The people of this ecountry
will support him jn any further steps that may be taken toward
the establishment of a better world understanding and the lift-
ing of the burden of taxation from the shoulders of our citizen-
shipt that is caused by the maintenance of an excessive arma-
ment.

I want to pause a moment to express the appreciation of
myself and, I believe, the Members of this House for the
splendid work of the chairman of this committee, the gentleman
from Idaho | Mr. FrENcH], and his colleagues in the preparation
of the bill, for their diplomaey in awaiting the outcome of the
London conference before reporting on a naval expenditure
for the coming year; the thoroughness with which they have dis-
cussed the provisions before us, which are so technical, and the
fairness of their discussions where there could easily be bitter
contentions. The Nation ig to be congratulated in having a
chairman of the committee so diligent in preparation and so
judicial and eandid in his presentation. The Nation desires as
large a holiday in armament construction as possible in harmony
with the needs of national defense.

In this age when inventive genius and scientific skill make
obsolete so quickly our ships and planes and guns we need to
have the greater care in huge expansion programs. I for one
believe our committee has reported a bill which has tried to
safeguard us in this regard and shall heartily support its
provisions.

President Hoover has called it a great step in world peace
because it has brought the consummation of—

final abolition of competition in naval arms Dbetween the greatest
world powers and the burial of fears and suspicions which have been
the constant produce of rival warship construction.

Thus is recorded a long step to the organization of a world
peace, The Kellogg pact, with the conversations of Prime Min-
ister MacDonald and President Hoover, laid the ground work
perhaps for a greater advance. The hope of a war-sick world
had looked eagerly for a larger measure of achievement, The
minds of rulers of the nations have not as yet received the new
furniture that Premier MacDonald spoke of. The old passions,
prejudices, suspicions, and jealousies have not entirely vacated
the reasoning of these minds. There are those who will con-
tend that naval armament has been achieved, and on the other
hand there are those who will as stoutly contend that a sub-
stantial reduction has been made possible,

In the final treaty all five powers agree to a complete battle-
ship holiday until 1936. Three powers—the United States,
Great Britain, and Japan—agree to limit their naval programs
in all classes of ships for a period of six years, or until 1938,
and France with Italy agrees to continue their efforts toward
an understanding which will be in unison with the other
powers.

Our concern must not be with naval parity. The gentleman
from Idaho has well asked what is meant by parity. What we
need to be concerned with, and that only, is an adequate de-
fense. This may be had and will be had without building to
the limit possible under the treaty. We should not go to its
limit, which might easily be a burden of $1,000,000,000 in the
period covered by the treaty.
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The limitation agreements are in reality far more important
than the reduction provisions in the establishment of interna-
tional confidence and world peace,

HOPES FOR FUTURE

In part 5 which provides for the treaty becoming effective,
there is contained an important provision providing for another
conference in 1935, at which all five powers will be present.

Disarmament ¢an not be accomplished by a single act. It
‘must come step by step as the powers grow more confident. It
is our hope that the cause of disarmament will receive added
momentum from the London treaty and that the conference in
1935 will bring further steps looking to disarmament. We went
a long step forward-at this London conference in the agreement
for a battleship holiday and for scrapping battleships.

The United States, Great Britain, and Japan have agreed to
proceed at once with a reduction of their battleships in num-
bers to 15, 15, and 9 respectively. This will mean a scrapping
of nine capital ships among the three powers, totaling about
230,000 tons each for the United States and Great Britain and
105,500 tons for Japan. Each of these powers is allowed 52,700
tons in submarines, a light reduction. In the three classes,
battleships, destroyers, and submarines, we have slight redue-
tions. In airplane carriers no reduction. The figures remain
the same as the Washington conference. A cruiser basis of
between 323500 and 339,000 tons has been allocated to the
United States, which, if we should build to the full allocation
would mean an actual increase in our tonnage of the cruiser
class.

I want here to insert a table prepared by Chairman French
.showing the exact status of our relative armament.

The United States, Great Britain, and Japan—at the time
the conference convened and as it will be authorized under the
proposed agreement.

Tonnage built, building, appropriated for, or fived by Wuhiugtol’;“ cgol:

ference as of January 15, 1930, contrasted with tonnage under
conference agreement

[Data for January 15, 1930, from data sheet compiled by Office of Naval

Intelligence, except ‘authorization for aireraft carriers, which is taken
ash n treaty; data for London conference is from state-
ment of President Hnover of April 11, 1930, and- from apparently
authentie press dispatches]
United States Great Britain Japan
London London London
Tonnage,| confer- | Tonnage,| confer- | Tonnage,| confer-
Jan. 15, ence Jan. 15, ence Jan. 15, ence
1 Agree- 1080 1630 agree-
ment ment ment
Tons
460,
135,
%4 180, 000
# 143, 500
150,
. 52,700

1,285, 136| 1,121, 200301, 414, 323} 1, m,nul 11 788, 087|

1 About.

? 90,086 tons, built and building.
115,350 tons, built and building.
468,870 tnns. built and building.
418 erui

figures for United States and Great Britain are interchangeable.

¥ Exclusive of 47,508 tons of craft in service but over effective age. Exclusive of
80,915 tons of eraft listed for d

16 Exclusive of 1,695 tons of eraft in service but over effective age.

11 Exclusive ofaﬂ 160 tons of craft in service but over effective age.

1 Includes 61 destroysrs (63,901 tons) listed for disposal.

CERTAIN DIRECT BAVINGS

Just what money savings may accrue to the several powers or
to the United States as a result of the conference in event of
ratification of the treaty involves the fundamental question of
whether or not the highest interests of our country and the
world may be served by pursuing a moderate program within
the limits laid down or by building up to the limit of authoriza-
tion in all eategories.

From an examination of the table it will appear that as a
result of the London conference certain tonnage increases are
made possible and eertain reductions in tonnage required. Let
us consider both factors.

Direct money savings that may be made as a result of the
action of the conference, assuming treaty ratification: In the
first place, as to battleships, the elimination of three battle-
ships from the fleet of the United States is in itself no negli-
gible item, and should result in a saving, in maintenance and
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operation costs alone, for each ship amounting to more than
$2.000,000 for each year they otherwise would have remained in
service.

Again, the measure provides for the extension of all battle-
ship replacement dates until 1936. Within that time, were the
United States to replace ships that she could replace under
the Washington treaty, she would replace five completely; and
five more would be in' process of replacement, all of which,
upon the basis of $37,500,000 per ship, would make a total of
$281,250,000, which would be needed between now and 1936.
No one can state to-day that that is an absolute saving. It is
a postponement. But by 1936 it may well be that as a result
of the conference which will meet the year before, or in 1035,
battleships will be entirely eliminated or their numbers re-
duced to such an extent that the entire amount of $281,250,000
now postponed may be saved to the Treasury of the United
States, and with corresponding saving to other countries. Other
direet savings will be made through the scrapping of certain
destroyer and submarine tonnage.

FINANCIAL BURDENS AND NATIONAL BUDGETS

From the standpoint of burdens that are reflected through
taxation that rest upon the peoples of the great world powers,
it must be remembered that last year the organized military
powers of the world, including reserves of the several powers,
aggregated nearly 30,000,000 men. This burden calls for stu-
pendous money costs. It must be remembered that during that
same period the naval budgets of the United States, Great
Britain, Japan, France, and Italy were close on to $1,000,000,000.
It must be remembered that the naval burden alone for the
United States was more than $374,000,000. It is more now. It
can not be disputed that 72 per cent of the annual expenditures
of the United States is on account of past wars or the mainte-
nance of Military and Naval Establishments, More than that,
these burdens are mounting.

I shall pass over expenses incurred in Military Establishments
other than the Navy, but as to the Navy I desire to direct the
attention of the House to the tremendous expanse of naval bur-
dens upon the world’s great powers as they have gone forward
during the last 25 years.

Naval appropriations of leading world powers

Fiscal year
B Increase (+)
or de-
1904 1029 erease ()
United States e $109, 196, 123 | $374, 608, 054 +$365, 411,931
CGreat Britain .| 173,548,058 | 278 478,000 | -+104, 929.913
Japan 17,553, 270 | 131,222,722 | 4113, 660, 443
oy e ERRE A ST I NS S 59, 740, 222 99, 568, 000 | -39, 827, 778
Italy__.____ 23,522 400 63, 622, 082 | 40, 100, 582
Germany. 50, 544, 000 47,764, 019 -2, 779, 981
Russia 60, 018, 885 42,329,280 | —17, 689, 600

Mr. Chairman, with due regard for the obligations that legis-
lative bodies owe to their constituencies, with due regard for
the sacrifice that must be made by the millions of people in all
countries of not only comforts of life but in some instances
bare necessities, regard must be had for ways that will mean
reduction of burdens of government.

If this be true, it follows that nations may have regard for -
elements that in the past under competitive building had to be
ignored :

First. Finaneial burdens and national budgets.

Second. The problem of an even load in navy yards.

Third. The effect new building or replacement will have upon
ceraft of the several types in comparison with the craft that
other nations will have when the limitation conference of 1935
or other earlier conference may be held.

Fourth. The actual need from the standpoint of defense modi-
fied as will be this need by moderation or conservatism of other
nations on account of definite negotiations.

We have good reason to be encouraged in the reductions
agreed upon and push forward with stronger efforts to encour-
age humanity to think in terms of peace rather than strife. A
drive to secure a better understanding among each other as
nations and an earnest effort to dispel jealousy and suspicion
will lay the groundwork for further disarmament and lift the
load of taxation from the people of our Nation, and the other
nations of the world.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLoaw].

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee,
it has become in recent days a popular pastime, growing into a
vocation on the part of some, to bait the Federal Farm Board,
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a creature of Congress and the instrumentality which we have
in this country for legitimate farm relief,

I find made a part of the records of this House on April 10,
a letter introduced by a Member from my State, which is signed
by one Fred A. Marsh, drawing severe strictures upon the Fed-
eral Farm Board and its membership, especially former Gover-
nor McKelvie, of Nebraska, who is regarded as the wheat mem-
ber of that body and is the editor of the Nebraska Farmer.

I desire to read as part of my remarks his reply to this let-
ter, but I desire to call your attention to page 6852 of the
Recorp, containing the letter to-which this reply applies.

Hon. FeEp A. MARSH,
Regent University of Nebraska, Palmer, Nebr.
. IDEAR MR, MARSH: It seems you accepted authorship for a certain
full-nage advertisement published in the Central City Repullican under
date of April 38, entitled: “The Farm Board—The Chain Store—The
American Farmer—The 3-Way Sword.” Our mutual friend, Hon, Epaan
HowarDp, playfully had this inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and
referred to it as a remarkable statement.
In that I agree with him—

Says Mr. McKelvie,
You guote from the editorial in Nebraska Farmer—

‘Which is the agricultural paper of our State, publshed by Mr.
McKelvie—

in which it was stated that during 1929 farm-implement exports from
the United States amounted to over a hundred and forty million dollars,
of which 83 per cent went to 10 countries, principally Canada, Argen-
tina, and Russia, for the purpose of growing wheat. Your thesis is based
upon the theory that this machinery is sold at a lower price to the
foreign farmer than to the American farmer, and Congressman IHOWARD
boldly states that such is the case. Had you taken the time to read
the testimony of Chairman Legge before the Agricultural Committee
of the Senate when the members of the board were being considered
for confirmation, you would have discovered that the company of which
he formerly was president never has sold a dollar’'s worth of machinery
for export at a lower price than for domestic use.

Probably we hear no other political statement in our country
more frequently repeated than the injustice that is done the
farmers of this country by the machinery manufacturers in
selling their product to foreign nations and their citizens at a
lower price than the domestic customers are charged.

Like a great many other people, I believed this was true,
because it had been said by so many people and repeated by
others and not usually challenged. This is what I am con-
tributing myself.

I took occasion a few years ago when I was in 10 countries
of Europe—and I think I understand machinery as well as the
average Member of this House, probably purchasing as much as
any other one, maybe not more—I made a careful examination
of this contention in a number of countries of Europe.

I did find this to be true, that on account of the lack of
horsepower or other form of power they did use smaller and
inferior machinery to that usually manufactured for American
use, but I know enough about machinery and made the compari-
son so I feel safe in looking my fellow Members in the face and
saying that the prices paid there were not beneath the prices
that are paid here in America for the machinery bought and
used. I was not, however, in Russia.

Mr. CLAGUE. Will the gentleman permit an observation of
my own?

Mr. SLOAN. Yes.

Mr. CLAGUE. A few years ago I drove out to one of my
farms on which I have a renter, and he was just setting up a
Massey-Harris harvester which is manufactured in Canada.
I was a little surprised, and I said to him, “ How did you come
to buy a Massey-Harris harvester?” He said, “I could get
that for $218 and a McCormick or a Deering of the same gize
is $230." I had to go to Canada and was in the Saskatchewan
country about a month after this, right during harvest time,
and I found that the Massey-Harris of the same make and same
size, was sold at Conquest, Saskatchewan, and at other points
where I was interested, for $295 and the McCormick or the
Deering was sold for $295, the same price. The MecCormick
and the Deering were sold here for something like $60 more,
but the Massey-Harris, made in Canada, was sold there at the
same price.

Mr. SLOAN. Yes; and the machine made in America was
sold higher in Canada than it was here in the United States.

Mr. CLAGUE. Yes; about $70 higher.

Mr, SLOAN. That was my experience and that was my
observation. I thank the gentleman from Minnesota for his
excellent contribution of fact.

This is testimony given by the man who probably knows more
about it than any other living person, the chairman of the
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Federal Farm Board. I was not entirely satisfied, and I made
inquiry of what is considered by many as the best and most
reliable authority on this subject. Within the last month I
made inquiry of the Department of Commerce of the United
States and asked what was the real fact. I was informed
about the investigations that had been made. So frequently
had the question come up, so frequently had the assertion been
made, that they had instituted investigations as best they could
comparing machine prices throughout Europe and here in Amer-
ica. The result of their investigations was that the statement
that machinery made in America was sold cheaper in foreign
lands than it was in Ameriea was unfounded. -

And yet Congressmen sometimes will present letters making
statements of that kind, when, as a matter of fact, an investiga-
tion among those who would know would have prevented any
such error being made. There is often a theory involved and
boldly asserted that if the real facts do not fit with the theory,
then so much the worse for the facts.

Now, to proceed with the letter:

Let us then procced from that point. Implement manufacturers are
selling their machines for export at the same price as in this country.
Is this an offense, considered in connection with the advice of the
Federal Farm Board to the American wheat farmer to reduce acreage?

Probably the use of these. implements will facilitate an expansion of
wheat preduction In foreign countries. That would come about anyway,
for every country that can grow wheat is redoubling its efforts to do
s0, and, American machinery or not, the American farmer never can
compete in the world market with cheap lands, peasant labor, and low
water transportation of foreign countries that produce wheat. Bread is
the staff of life and no country is going to subject itself to the control
of that essential food by any foreign country, if it can avoid it. Maybe
this wounld not come about as =oon were it not for the use of American
farm implements, but to disregard the fact that it will come about,
and in the meantime not to provide against a thing that is Inevitable,
would be to play the ostrich. The Farm Board sees no practical way to
make the tarif on wheat effective, except to reduce production to sub-
stantially a domestic-consuming basis.

That may be unwelcome to a great many people of the United
States. But that is the method for making the tariff effective,
and at the same time providing food for the American people.
We all know that following every war the first means of re-
covery have been increasing simply the product of corn, which
means maize, wheat, or barley, or the principal grain, whatever
it may be, because it is the quickest way to recover. The only
reason we have had good prices for wheat is the failure of the
great wheat fields in Russia to recover from the effects of the
war. I have no doubt that that will yet occur, and the wise men
in America, both as to corn and cotton, will see to it that their
production comes mfore nearly to the demand of the people of
this country—the greatest market in the world—worth, all
products concerned, ten times more than all the other markets
on the globe.

Meanwhile the American implement manufacturer who increages his
volume by exporting at the domestic price keeps American labor em-
ployed and reduces the cost of his machines to the American farmer,
This is the very oppcsite of theories that would encourage the Ameri-
can farmer to produce more and sell the exportable surplus at a lower
level than the domestic price. It should be borne in mind that there
is no tariff in this country on farm implements. True, there is a tariff
on steel, but the amount of that tariff reflected to the farmer in a
binder is so small as to be almost negligible. The noticeable item is
the incrensed cost of labor that goes into that binder. This labor in
turn consumes the produets of the American farm. Is it the desire to
strike at our home market by subjecting American labor to the level of
living conditicns of foreign labor?

Next, by some stretch of the imagination you undertake to assoclate
the Federnl Farm Board program with chain-store activities by calling
attention to a request of the chain stores that the tariff on frozen beef,
frozen mutton, and frozen lamb be not raised. Certainly that shows a
disposition to inject prejudice where reason should prevail. While the
Federal Farm Board has had nothing to do with the prerogative of
Congress in enacting tariff legislation, it has been the publicly expressed
opinion of this member of the board that increased tariffs on farm prod-
ucts that come into this country in competition with the American
farmer will turn his attention more to lines of which there is no
exportable surplus.

By and large, the program of the Federal Farm Board bas been and
will be to assist In developing a farmer-owned and farmer-controlled
marketing system for the American farmer. In this, measurable progress
iz being made. Three national sales agencies, namely, for grain, wool,
and cotton cooperatives, have been set up and are now functioning, It
is the first time in our history that the American farmer has had
even the prospect of exercising any control over his products at the
terminal markets.
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In one place you state, * While the Farm Board, in a manner that
has left but a train of more and greater depressed prices after their
every idiotic action, is unmanning the staple methods of bandling our
grain." Well, maybe it is idiotie to assist the farmer to own and con-
trol his marketing system. I am willing to leave that to the farmer
to answer. True, grain prices have declined, but that was in spite of
the Farm Board activities instead of because of them. I can not reveal
all of the activities of the grain stabilization corporation, for specula-
tors in the market have been all too prompt to take advantage of any
information thus divulged.

Let me say that wheat that I marketed of the 1929 crop under
the assistance that has been given in various cooperative or-
ganizations I have obtained probably 25 cents a bushel more
than I unfortunately shall be able to obtain for that held over
from 1928, storage shrinkage and expense considered.

When all of the facts are known about that activity the American
farmer and every falr-minded citizen will realize that the country was
saved from a calamity in farm commodity prices egual only to what
happened to agriculture shortly after the war.

Apropos of the assistance that the Federal Farm Board gave to pro-
ducer cooperatives,. you should recall that every important piece of legis-
lation Introduced in Congress for the relief or benefit of agriculture had
cooperative marketing as the central feature. This was regarded by all
of the exponents of agricultural economic progress as the great desidera-
tum. We are undertaking to work out such a program and in the mean-
time have invoked the emergency measure of a grain stabilization cor-
poration to fill in the gap, pending the complete functioning of that sys-
tem, Probably producer cooperation carried to effective ends will inter-
fere with some private interests. However much we may regret this,
it is not new, nor is it within the authority of the Federal Farm Board
to limit. The course of economic progress in this country is strewn
with the remnants of systems that were outworn. When such systems
were abandoned those engaged in them found new places of useful
service. It will be so in this case. So far as this board is concerned,
our job is to assist in bullding an improved marketing system for agri-
culture, and that we propose to do without fear or favor,

I can not conclude without remarking upon the strange anomoly when
a regent of the State University of Nebraska, an institution that re-
ceives hundreds of th is of dollars of Federal funds to promote
education and practice in improved methods of farming and marketing,
places himself squarely in opposition to another agency of the Govern-
ment that is designed to do the same thing. I might better have
expected that such outpourings would emanate from the United Btates
Chamber of Commerce,

Very truly yours,

Bam R. McEKrLvis,
Member Federal Farm Board.

[Applause. ]

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. PATTERSON].

Mr. PATTHRSON. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of
the committee, we had on the floor of this House a few days
ago a most remarkable address, a most significant one, one
which I am sure was vitally interesting to the country. There
has been a good deal of newspaper comment on it. We had
also presented a conflicting opinion. I must say, as a new
Member of this Congress, I have been a little bit hesitant in
following the gentleman from Idaho, my good colleague Mr.
FreyxcH, for some of his appropriations even seem too large to me.
But I am one of them that can say after the magnificent
speech the other day that I am willing to follow the léad of the
gentleman from Idaho so long as he stands as he did then,
[Applause.]

I think this appropriation is very large. I feel that much
humanitarian legislation is being neglected. I think this might
be changed, but I do feel that the gentleman from Idaho ex-
pressed the sentiment of 80 per cent of the American people.

There was also presented at that time a contrary view by
the gentleman from Illinois in relation to our Navy. I hope
it may be the policy of the country and this Congress to follow
the ideas expressed here by the gentleman from Idaho, as I
understood him, rather than the gentleman from Illinois. This
appropriation seems large to me now, but when we compare it
with what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BrITTEN] wants
I am for this.

There is no one more interested in adequate national defense
than I. I certainly would not advocate the abolition of the
police force in any city. I am one of those that believe that
the country is getting better. I do not think, though, we have
gotten to the place where we can abolish the police force of any
important city. Neither would I advocate the abolishing or
limiting beyond a reasonable degree our mational defense; but
1 believe that here we should use discretion in regard to the
Treasury and spending in the interest of worthy causes which
come up from time to time, :

I am a great believer in national peace and national coopera-
tion, but I do not believe that we have goiten to the place where

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

8795

we can abolish national defense in this country. I believe in
the doctrine given to this Congress on that day by the gentle-
man from Idaho [Mr. Frencu], that we should have as small
a navy and spend as little money as is consistent with adequate
national defense. There are two conflicting ideas in this coun-
try and in this . One wants to spend everything pos-
gible to build up a great navy and build great battleships to
become obsolete, and another takes the view of the gentleman
from Idaho. I am thankful that we have a man of that idea
in this Congress, which is to build a navy that is adequate for
the national defense of the country, and not to see how large
a navy we may have. I think the gentleman was right when
he said that it is not essential that we should build up to any
Hmitation in agreements that we might come to, in an interna-
tional conference. The agreement, rather, is that we shall not
go beyond a certain limitation. If we are going to bring about
world peace, we have to follow an idea like that. If I walk
down the street and say that I am for peace, but at the same
time go armed to the teeth I am very likely to get into trouble
and not have peace. The safety and security of nations are not
assured by great armies and navies. If they had been, Ger-
many’s future would have been secure, because she had the
greatest army in the world in 1914, and England would never
have had to go to war if a great navy had been a security
against war.

I was interested in the statement made by the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Brirren] that the bill which he has intro-
duced represents the policy of the administration. 1 do not
know the policy of the administration, and it is not necessary
for me to say that, because it is natural that I would not, but
I do not believe the President of the United States and thgse
who have been close to him would say that that bill represents
the policy of the administration. The President is a man who
knows more probably about international affairs than any man
who has ever sat in the President's chair, and he should be able
to render greater service in that direction than any man who
has ever sat in that chair. I have been a consistent follower
of his peace utterances, and I do not believe the policy of the
President is represented in the statement of the gentleman
from Illinois, unless the President has repudiated some of the
past addresses that he has made, and I do not believe he
has.

Mr. COLE. I think the gentleman is mistaken about the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Brrrrex]. He did not say that
that was the policy of the national administration, but he
meant the administration of the Navy Department. i

Mr. PATTERSON. He certainly led the country to believe
that it was the policy of the national administration.

Mr. COLE. Then he left a wrong impression.

Mr. PATTERSON. I hope he did, and I think so myself.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield now to the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. FirzcERALD].

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I want to lay before the
House certain difficulties of the Veterans' Bureau, which are
causing exasperation to the Members. I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp and to include therein cer-
tain correspondence.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. FITZGERALD. On April 15 I received a letter from Mr,
Charles White, of Canton, Ohio, the commander of the Depart-
ment of Ohio of the Disabled American Veterans of the World
War, with the astounding and almost ineredible statement that
the Veterans' Bureau regional office at Cleveland, Ohio, was so
far behind with its work that claims for compensation could
not expect attention until January of next year.

1 immediately called the attention of General Hines, the Diree-
tor of the Veterans' Bureau, to this charge, hoping and expect-
ing that he would assure me that it was a mistake; but on April
30 I received the following reply :

UxiTED STATES VETERANS' BUREAU,

: Washington, D. 0., April 29, 1930,

Hon. Roy G. FIT2GERALD,
Huouse of Representatives, Washingtoni, D. O.

My DEar Ma. Frrzeerarld : I wish to acknowledge receipt of your letter
of April 17, 1930, relative to the situation alleged to exist in the regional
office at Cleveland, Ohlo, which was brought to your attention by Mr.
Charles White, commander of the Disabled American Veterans of the
World War, Canton, Ohio.

This subject has been receiving my earnest consideration for some
time, the regional manager having reported fully to me on the subject
when the situation first developed to the stage where action was decmed
essentinl,
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It is my privilege to advige you that under date of April 18, 1930, I
approved the employment of eight additional personnel in the Cleveland
regional office upon the recommendation of the regional manager that
this additional personnel conld adeguately meet the demands upon the
bureau resulting from the intensive drive conducted by the ex-service
organization incident to the filing of claims and the submission of new
evidence.

Very truly yours, Fraxk T. HiNES, Director,

I sent a copy of .the letter at once to the State conrmander
of the disabled veterans’ organization and asked him to let me
know promptly if after the increase of personnel promised at
the Cleveland office there was still lax and inefficient service,
He replied on May 7, stating that the improvement of the service
was slight and that the * regional manager passes the buck to
the Washington office and the Washington office passes it back
to Cleveland.” He also inclosed me copy of a letter purporting
to be written by the regional manager of the Veterans' Bureau
office at Cleveland, Ohio, on May 5, 1930, to the senior vice
commander of the disabled veterans, the contents of which were
recognized as so difficult of belief that the authenticity of the
copy was attested by a notary public. The letter is as follows:

UNITED STATES VETERANS' BUREAU,
Cleveland, Ohio, May 5, 1930,
This leiter referred to your file number : In reply refer to R-5.
Slater, Glenn C. C-1476 885,

AxTHONY J. LEBUS,
Renior Vice C
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der the Disabled American Velerans
of the World War, 20§ Piper Arcade, Canton, Ohio.

Dear Sir: In reply to your letter of May 3, 1930, Mr. Slater filed
claim on January 31, 1930.

For your information, about thirty-five hundred new claims have been
filed since the first of the year, and it will probably be six months before
some of the veterans are examined in connection with their claims.

This explains why Mr. Slater has not as yet been called for examina-
tion.

Very truly yours,
WM. L. MARLIN,
Regional Manager, Cleveland, Ohio.
The above is a true copy.
. AxtHONY J. LEBUS, Notary Public.

Is the condition at Cleveland, Ohio, general? If it is, imme-
diate and vigorous measures should be undertaken to correct this
intolerable abuse of our veterans.

On May 10 I wrote again to General Hines, and assuming that
the breakdown of the Veterans' Bureau service was confined to
Cleveland, I suggested the immediate transfer to that city of
adequate help from other offices.

These conditions must not be endured. Men may die while
waiting months for their physical examinations.

There is complaint of unemployment. Here is an opportunity
for employment in the service of the disabled veterans which
would meet universal approval.

To deny sick and suffering veterans of the late war considera-
tion of their claims for a period of six months wantonly in-
creases the misery of these men and their dependents, and sub-
jects the Members of Congress, and others who are appealed to
for help, to an unnecessary burden.

Many of us are familiar with the obnoxious regulation No, 73
of the Veterans' Bureau, which prevents a fair determination of
claims of active tuberculosis because of the unwise and arbitrary
requirements which it imposes on the sick veterans. There are
other regulations or policies of the Veterans' Bureau which re-
sult in a denial of the benefits of the compensation law to vet-
erans, I read you a letter which Members of this House have
addressed to General Hines, calling his attention to what seems
to be a wrongful and distorted interpretation of the law by
which the will of Congress and the American people is thwarted.

It is these harsh measures of administration which create
such widespread dissatisfaction, which obscure the generosity
and bounty of Congress speaking for the American people. It
is such policies, measures, and regulations which drives Congress
to almost lavish measures of relief in its exasperation over the
difficulty of getting the relief already provided to the suffering
veterans for whom it was intended. ;

Listen to this letter prepared by our colleague, the Hon. PHIL
D. SwiNg, one of the able lawyers of this House, and tell me if
the administration of the Veterans' Bureau does not offer a field
for improvement.

May 12, 1930.
GENERAL Fraxr T. HiNEs,
United Statez Velerans® Bureau,
Washington, D. C.

My Drir GEeENERAL Hixes: With Increasing frequency we note a
new practice of your bureau whereby the purport and effect of an
enactment of Congress is voided, or, at least, nullified in part.
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Section 200 of the World War veterans® act provides:

“That for the purposes of this act, every officer, enlisted man, or
other member employed in the active service under the War Depart-
ment or Navy Department who was discharged or who resigned prior
to July 2, 1921 * * * ghall be conclusively held and taken to
have been in sound condition when examined, accepted, and enrolled
for service, except as to defects, disorders, or infirmities made of record
in any manner by proper authorities of the United States at the time
of, or prior to, inception of active service, to the extent of which,
such defects, disorders, or infirmities was so made of record.”

The basis upon which this language was enacted into law was that
if a man was good enough to be taken from his home by his Govern-
ment and placed in the front-line trenches to shoot at the enemy and
in return to be shot at, the Government thereafter was estopped to
say that the man was physically or mentally defective at the time of
his enlistment unless such defects were noted at the time of enlist-
ment ; also, the Government having had their own physicians examine
the man, there is every reason to presume that he was physically and
mentally “in sound condition™ except as to physical and mental
defects found by them at the time they made an examination of him.

The bureaw, I am told, under some Comptroller General's decision,
has held that this language does not embrace or become operative In
the case of a man who was enlisted, but who, at the time of his enlist-
ment, had some constitutional inferiority. Hence we find from time
to time, cases being denied relief on the following basis :

“ Condition is in the nature of a physical or mental inferiority;
not a disease or injury within the meaning of the act. Existed prior
to enlistment ; not noted at enlistment; evidence in file shows clearly
that the condition was not incurred in or aggravated by service.”

True, section 200 says compensation is to be paid for disabilities
“ resulting from personal injuries suffered or disease contracted in the
military or naval service,” etc., and if that language stood by itself,
the bureau’s finding that the man was “ born that way ' would be a
complete and final answer to any and all claims for compensation,
But the very selfsame section 200 contains the restriction and limi-
tation upon the language regarding personal injury suffered or disease
contracted in the service. The proviso expressly and definitely, yes,
conclusively, gives service connection to all disabilities which arose
during the military service, or within the specified times after discharge,
unless such disabilitles were noted of record at the time of the man's
enlistment. The provision eclothes the claimant with an armor that
the Veterans' Bureau can not pierce. The Veterans' Bureau may have
the most conclusive evidence that the man “ was that way " when he
entered the service, and yet if the “ defects, disorders, or infirmities,”
were not made a matter of record at the time of his enlistment, they
can not use their evidence to defeat his claim. Likewise, they are’
prohibited from saying that the man was born with the disability,
because there is no difference in legal effect from saying that and
saying that he was that way at the time of his enlistment. The
purpose of each is to undermine and defeat the soldier's elaim, and
the law does not permit this claim to be attcked by a showing that it
existed prior to the time of enlistment, even from the date of birth.

The law says he “ shall be conclusively held and taken to be in sound
condition " (and that means both mental and physical) when examined,
aceepted, and enrolled for service, except for defects, disorders, or
infirmities made of record at the time of enlistment. Certainly, a con-
stitutional mental inferiority is a * defeet, disorder, or infirmity.” 1If
it was not noted at the time of enlistment the man is * conclusively "
presumed to have been in sound condition when taken into the gervice,
If the contention that is advanced in support of the present practice
was to have a basls in law, the langnage would have to be changed to
read * except as to personal injuries or diseases made of record at the
time of enlistment.” i

For the foregoing reasons, which we think, at least, raise a grave
doubt as to the soundness in law of your present practice, we join in
requesting that you refer this issue to the Attormey General of the
United States for its proper interpretation.

Respectfully submitted.

May 12

PaiL D. Swixa.
Roy G. FITZGERALD.

We are all fond of General Hines. It is impossible to know
him and not be fornd of him. He has a great task, one of the
greatest and still the most thankless in the administration.
He must keep his balance in the unremitting pressure for more
and more from the veterans and their friends on the one hand
and the demands for economy, efficiency, elimination of waste,
rigid accounting from those responsible for the sound financial
program of the administration on the other. We must try to
help him, and one of the ways is to point out what seem to be
fanits in the bureau, lest impatience and resentment over ill-
advised economy lead to extravagance in legislation.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. HALSEY.]

Mr. HALSEY. Mr, Chairman, it is not my purpose to discuss
the billion-dollar naval program under consideration. To my
thinking, the battleship as a means of national defense will soon
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become as obsolete as the oxcart now is as a mode of trans-
portation.

In addressing the House, I desire first to read a short letter
addressed to me by the Hon, H. P. Faris, of Clinton, Mo. A
banker of that city, an elder in the Presbyterian Church, and
at one time a candidate for President of the United States on
the Prohibition ticket. The letter relates to the killing of a
little 6-year-old girl in February, 1928, in Henry County, Mo.
The letter, in brief, is as follows:

I hear with regret that the * wets” in their eagerness to make out
a bad ease against the * drys ™ bave had inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL
Recomp the statement that the little Harigan girl, who was killed near
Windsor, was shot by prohibition officers. Prohibition and its enforce-
ment had no more to do with that killing than you had. The truth is
a constable at Windsor heard a rumor that some man was badly
wounded who had been seen in an automnobile between Calboun and
Windsor and he jumped to the conclusion that it was a bandit car and
the man had probably been wounded in a bank hold-up.

He hastily summoned a posse, In which there were three Windsor
bankers, and took the posse down the highway, where a car was met
that seemed to fill the description. A halt was ordered. The driver,
Mr. Harigan, seeing the guns, jumped to the conclusion it was a hold-up,
stepped on the gns and fled. The posse, belleving a criminal was try-
ing to escape, began firing, and the poor little girl was killed.

This brief but true recital of the sad occurrence shows that neither
prohibition nor the enforcement thereof had anything to do with the
tragic affair, but was due to the hasty conciusions of the constable, the
posse, and the driver of the car.

The officers were exonerated of all liability, both personal and official,
and the bankers psid the parents something like the sum of §3,000.

Distorting faets to gain a point gives poor support to any
cause. And now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the announced policy
of the Association Against Prohibition to “ smoke out” every
Member, I also desire to take this oceasion to nail my colors
to its mast as a bone-dry Member of Congress. I am opposed
to the repeal of the eighteenth amendment or any modification
whatsoever of the Volstead Act. Above the Speaker’s platform
hangs the emblem of this Nation's authority and power. That
flag never retreats. This Government can do again what it did
before—suppress a whisky insurrection. There are as many
wet cure-alls as there are wets, for the ills of which they com-
plain. But they may as well with rushes attempt to dam
Niagara's cataract as try to substitute the State saloon for the
eighteenth amendment. The American people will never put a
white apron on him and make Uncle Sam a bartender for the
brewer and distiller. And while American womanhood holds
the ballot, the Stars and Stripes will never again wrap its
sheltering folds around the wine cask, the beer keg, or the
whisky barrel, E

Mr. AYRES., Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. Cross.]

PHILIFPINE INDEPENDENCE

Mr. CROSS. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the
House, I assert that if we would befriend the primary in-
dustry of this country, agriculture, if we would maintain our
international prestige and avoid the destruction, sooner or later,
of our billion dollar navy, if we would live up to our high pre-
tentions and fulfill our oft-made promises and keep our national
honor unsullied, then we should grant to the Filipinos their
ungualified independence without further delay.

Let us visualize for a moment the geographieal location of
this distant tropieal archipelago on the nether side of the globe,
sarrounded by oriental waters, bounded on the east by the
Mariannas, on the south by the Celebes, on the west by the
Sulu and south China Seas, and on the north by the Bashi
Channel, beyond which lies the yellow peril. These islands,
extending for more than a thousand miles in a general north
and south direction, number 7,083, having an aggregate area of
115,000 square miles, or approximately the same as that of the
State of Arizona; Luzon, with 40,000 square miles plus, and
. Mindanao, with 36,000 square miles plus, constituting more than
two-thirds of the whole. Only 2448 of these islands, however,
are of sufficient importance to have been given names. Sibutu,
the most southwestwardly of the group, is within 15 miles of
the east coast of north Borneo, while the northernmost, Ibayat,
is but 93 miles from the Japanese island of Formosa, or prac-
tically within modern cannon shot, while Luzon, the most im-
portant in commerce, size, and population, is but 205 miles from
that Japanese stronghold, and only 450 from Hong Kong.

The distance from the city of Washington to Manila by way
of San Francisco and Honolulu, is more than 11,000 miles.
While from the eity of New York by way of the Panama Canal
it is 11,364, and by way of the Suez Canal, 11,521 miles. In
guch an outlandish gquarter of the globe do we find these
queer possessions, and to reach which it is necessary to travel
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oveliddevious. checkered routes practically half around the
world.

And here in this all but inaccessible torrid region we find
some 12,000,000 souls, a conglomerate of Malayan tribes, with
a considerable intermixture of Chinese. Withal, a people as
ultra in physical type, mental concepts, and racial customs, from
r.h? people of these United States, as can be found between the

es.

e HOW WE ACQUIRED POSSESSION

That the Filipinos joined America in its conflict with Spain
fully convinced that as a reward they were to be independent,
there can be no question. Was not such an assumption on
their part justified? Had not the American colonies secured
their independence with the assistance of France? Had we not
drawn the sword that Cuba might be independent, Congress de-
claring at the time that we had no other purpose?

Mr. LOZIER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CROSS. I yield.

Mr. LOZIER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Cross], of
course, is familiar with the statement made by Admiral Dewey
shortly after he went to Manila, that the people of the Philip-
pines were much better qualified for self-government than the
Cubans?

Mr. CROSS. Yes. There is no question about that., I am
coming to that directly. Had not our consul general at Hong
Kong, Mr. Wildman, as far back as November, 1897, been
discussing with General Aguinaldo an “ alliance offensive and
defensive,” in the event of war with Spain?

Thereafter, in April, in Hong Kong, had not General
Aguinaldo been in econsultation with Admiral Dewey to the
same effect? On the 19th of May, Dewey having destroyed the
Spanish Fleet as well as the battery at Cavite on the 1st, and
being in sore meed of land forces, had not the United States
revenue cutter MeCullough been dispatched to Hong Kong for
Aguinaldo and his lieutenants, and they landed at Cavite? On
the same day do we not find our consul general at Hong Kong
cabling our Secretary of State, Mr. Hay, that a large supply of
rifles should be sent to the Philippines for our “ allies”? Not
only does the record show that our consul general at Hong Kong
purchased many rifles for the insurgents, which were delivered
to them at Cavite with the approbation of Admiral Dewey, but
that the Admiral himself had ordered delivered to them both
cannon and rifles from the captured Spanish arsenal at Cavite.

Did Admiral Dewey and the Americans in command at Cavite
have any doubt as to the purpose actuating Aguinaldo and his
followers in taking up arms? Was not that purpose made plain
by General Aguinaldo in his proclamation issued at Cavite on
the 24th day of May, in these words:

I again assume command of all the troops in the struggle for the
attainment of our lofty aspirations, inaugurating a dictatorial govern-
ment to be administered by decrees promulgated under my sole respon-
sibility and with the advice of distinguished persons until the time
when these islands, being under our complete control, may form a
constitutional republican assembly, and appoint a president and
cabinet, into whose hands I shall then resign the command of the
islands.

Induced by this proclamation more than 12,000 Filipinos
serving with the Spanish forces deserted to fight for the inde-
pendence of their country, while patriots, in swarms, flocked
into Cavite to join the insurgents.

And as a result, in a few weeks, practically all Luzon, with
the exception of the city of Manila, was in their possession, and
with Manila bottled up and at their mercy, even being in posses-
sion of San Juan del Monte, the source of the city's water
supply, so that as early as the 12th of June Admiral Dewey
telegraphed, * The insurgents practically surround Manila,” and
that the leadership of Aguinaldo was * wonderful.” And re-
member that Spain had concentrated her forces in Luzon and
staked the fate of the archipelago upon her success or failure
there. Did Aguinaldo and his followers have cause to believe
they were fighting for their country's independence? Hear our
consul general, Mr. Pratt, at Singapore on June 8 addressing a
distinguished number of Filipinos at a reception :

You have just reason to be proud of what has been and is being
accomplished by General Aguinaldo and your fellow countrymen under
his command. When six weeks ago 1 learned that General Aguinaldo
had arrived incognito in Singapore, I immediately sought him out. An
hour's interview convineed me that he was the man for the oceasion,
and having communieated with Admiral Dewey, I accordingly arranged
for him to join the latter, which he did at Cavite. The rest you know.
I am thankful to have been the means, though merely the accidental
means, of bringing about the arrangement between General Aguinaldo
and Admiral Dewey, which has resulted so happily. I can only hope
that the eventual outcome will be all that can be desired for the happi-
ness and welfare of the Filipinos.
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When General Merritt arrived with America’s first contingent
of 11,000 soldiers he found the Spaniards in such a helpless
condition that he did not wait for those that were to follow,
but immediately disembarked at Cavite, and on the Tth day of
August, when he and Admiral Dewey sent a joint note to the
Spanish commander that a bombardment of the city would be-
gin within 48 hours, the Spanish commander replied that “ there
was no place of refuge for the sick, women, and children, as
he was surrounded by the insurgents.” On the 13th, when the
bombardment opened, after a brief and weak resistance the
white flag went up at 11 o'clock. 'The Americans had lost in
the entire Philippine campaign but 20.killed and 105 wounded.
No wonder, in view of these acts, General Anderson wrote,
“The Filipinos considered the war as their war, Manila as their
capital, and Luzon as their country,” for had they not been
led so to believe, and had not thousands of their best and bravest
died that such might be true? If the spirits of the dead are
cognizant of the affairs of this world, what grief must be theirs.
Had it not been for the insurgents, instead of having 20 killed
and 105 wounded, would we not have had thousands killed and
wounded, not to mention those who would have languished with
disease in the jungles?

Tell me, then, where is our gratitude when we hold these
jslands in the face of their protest? Does not justice point
the finger of scorn at us? Is the Nation's conscience dead?
Can we claim that we hold them, under the law of the survival
of the fittest, as an outlet for our surplus population? Surely
none would be so rash as to make such a claim. Are they cov-
ered by the Monroe doctrine or lie within the sphere of our
influence? No; but, on the contrary, our retention of them puts
us in an indefensible position before the world in asserting that
doctrine. Are they essential to or do they even in the least con-
tribute to our national defense? No; but, on the contrary, they
are, as the sword of Damocles, suspended over our heads that
Japan can at her will cause to fall,

But there be those who claim we hold them as a matter of
purchase from Spain, that she ceded or deeded them to us on
the 10th day of December, 1898, in consideration of $20,000,000.
But, at the time Spain executed that cessation or deed the
islands had been wrested from her and she had no title to
convey, she no longer exercised any sovereignty over them, but
the title had vested in and that sovereignty was being exercised
by the Philippine Republic, with General Aguinaldo as its
president.

Mr., WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CROSS. I yield.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Does not the gentleman think that
the assertion which he is making with. regard to the sovereignty
of Spain at that time, and what we bought, is entirely contrary
to the decision of the Supreme Court in that regard?

Mr. CROSS. I do not want to talk about the Supreme Court
of the United States, because the other end of the House can
do that. 3

What think you, if England, when she saw that she had lost
these American colonies, had hastened to cede or deed them to
France for $20,000,0007 What think you of the validity of a
title so acquired by France?

AN ECONOMIC LIABILITY—AN AGRICULTURAL MENACE

Can it be claimed that they are an economic asset? Do they
add to the wealth, to the prosperity of this Nation? Only 10
per cent of our exports to the Far East go to the Philippines.
I hold in my hand statistics from the Department of Com-
merce showing the volume of this country’s trade for the first
six months of 1929 with the Far East, which includes the Philip-
pines. And during those six months we sent to the Philippines
for the products she sent to us §71,663,000, while she paid to
us during the same period for the products she purchased from
us only $44,575,000. Or, in other words, every six months we
are purchaging from her $27,000,000 more than she is purchasing
from us. Every time these islands buy 62 cents worth of goods
from us we buy $1 worth of goods from them. Thus 48 per
cent of the money we send to the Philippines never finds its
way back to our shores to sustain the purchasing power of our
people, while for every dollar they send to us we return to them
$1.48. And then for this seventy-one millions plus which we bian-
nually send to the Philippines they in turn send into this country
raw products produced by the lowest-paid labor in the world,
and which comes directly in competition with the products of
our farmns and dairies. If these imported products had been
manufactured rather than raw products, who is there so simple
but that does not know they would have long since had their in-
dependence that the tariff might be applied? We had as well let
the peonized labor of the world pour into this country in com-
petition with our labor as to admit the product of such labor.
Its vegetable products, its coconut oil and other coconut prod-
wets, in competition with our cottonseed oil, and its sugar are
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deadly foes to our dairies, to our cotton flelds, and to our cane
and beet plantations. During 1929 there was imported into
this country from the Philippines 604,501 tons of sugar, nearly
four times as much sugar as was produced in the entire State
of Louisiana. And as long as we hold them we can not in good
conscience apply the tariff. If you are sincere in pretending
that you would help agriculture, if you are patriotic and would
have your country prepared in the event of war, you should not
hesitate to grant independence to the Philippines.

Destroy agriculture, the industry that fills the wardrobes, the
smokehouses, and granaries, and there can be no prosperity in
time of peace nor victory in time of war. As the trunk is to the
limbs, so is agriculture to the other industries. Truly eciviliza-
tion begins and ends with the plow. Tear down your dairies,
give back to the wilderness your cane, your beet, and your
cotton fields, and a solemn stillness will brood over your one-
time busy looms, and the mouldering walls of your once proud
cities will_.be tenanted by loathsome bats and owls. The mil-
lions of farm mortgages on record throughout the country are
so many petitions pleading to you to come to the rescue of agri-
culture. My countrymen, the opportunity to better his condition
has been responsible for every mental and physical effort that
has changed man from a naked savage, with a mentality
scarcely above that of the wild beast that dwelt in the same
forest with him, to what he is to-day. Destroy that opportunity
?ngsj;ou start him back to his primitive condition in that ancient

orest.

In addition to being a millstone about the neck of the agri-
cultural interests of this country, this Asiatic archipelago is a
financial cancer preying upon its Treasury. The military forces
we keep on duty there cost this Nation annually $11,169,738,
while we spend on seacoast defense, public health, and on the
Coast and Geodetic Survey annually $524,142, or a total for
these four purposes alone of $11,693,830. And when you add to
this $16,603,960 the cost of the so-called Asiatic Fleet kept in
these waters, we have a grand total of $28,387,841 as an annual
tax upon the taxpayers of this country. -

THEIE RETENTION MEANS A DESTRUCTIVE, HUMILIATING WAR

And in addition to all this, remember their retention is a
national menace. We are holding a lightning rod and beckoning
the lightning, Japan, to strike, and when she does our billion
dollar Navy will go into “ Davy Jones's locker,” for Mars is as
sure to use this archipelago as an incubator to hatch a war
between the two nations as that the night follows the day.
Remember what Japan did to the Russian fleet when they dared
enter these distant seas, What think you our aircraft and sub-
marines would do to the Japanese or any other fleet that
would: dare join combat with us in the waters surrounding
Porto Rico or even the Hawaiian Islands? Japan operating
from her base at Formosa can with her bombing planes utterly
destroy Manila within the course of a few hours and, unhin-
dered, land a powerful army overnight, and then with her sub-
marines, which by the recent naval conference-at London are to
be the peer of any in the world, send our ships to the bottom as
fast as they entered these Asiatic waters and with as much ease
as a child pricks the bubbles in a bowl. Then at half-mast will
our flag droop, as never before, in testimony of the grief and
humiliation of the Nation.

PROPAGANDA—A WOLF IN SHEEP'S CLOTHES

Then, why does Congress hesitate? Why are we powerless
to act? It is the same old, old story of justice being vanguished
by the lance of greed plated with gold. Who of you, my col-
leagues, but has been flooded with propaganda emanating from
the so-called Philippine-American Chamber of Commerce domi-
ciled at No. 67 Wall Street? This avaricious group, parading
in sheep’s clothes, admonish us that the Filipinos are not com-
petent of self-government and that it is the sacred duty of this
country to hold in subjection these Malayan, Asiastic peoples,
until, perchance, in some distant future age, they reach that
delectable condition. How their altruistic hearts do palpitate
with sympathy for these benighted, ignorant yellow peoples,
What holy livery do these hypocrites adorn to persuade this
Congress to continue to hold their vietim that they may profit?
How long must the farmers of this country continue to be
impoverished that a few individual pirates may pile up for-
tunes? But if these propagandists were not actuated by a
near-sighted selfishness that blinds them to their true interest
they would advocate the independence of these islands. It is
far better that a man should die a pauper and leave his chil-
dren to live among a contented, prosperous people, where oppor-
tunities abound and thrift and industry is crowned with suc-
cess, than to die and leave them a fortune but to dwell among
an embittered, discontented people in a land devoid of oppor-
tunity, for an inherited fortune invariably has wings, and after
having rendered its recipient incapable of coping with the adver-
sities of life leaves him and his children’s children in a hope-
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less struggle with poverty. An Individual fortune is of the
moment and of little conseguence, but our country, our posterity
means to-morrow and to-morrow and all the to-morrows to
come.

Not competent of self-government? Not educated? I hold
in my hand data from the Bureau of Insular Affairs, and it
reveals the fact that there are 7,354 public schools in the Philip-
pines and that there are enrolled in these same schools 1,111,509
pupils and that these public schools are taught by 26,251
teachers, only 203 of whom are Americans, And, further, that
there are 126 secondary or high schools. That in addition to
these there are 315 private schools under Government control
and at least that many more private schools not under govern-
ment control. And, further, that there are 58 private insti-
tutions under government control offering collegiate and tech-
nical courses and conferring degrees. And, then, in addition
to all these, there is the University of the Philippines, and
while the number of students is not disclosed in the data fur-
nished me it does give the number of instructors employed as
;gz Oosvhich would indicate an attendance of at least 12,000 or

How does that compare with the institutions of learning in
America during Colonial days when public schools were un-
known? Is there not less illiteracy among the Filipinos to-
day than there was among our ancestors then, when Great
Britain was contending that they were not competent of self-
government? Who does not know that the Filipinos to-day are
far more literate and far more competent of self-government
than the Cubans are and were when we granted them their
independence?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas.

Mr. CROSS. Yes,

- Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I wonder by what principle, recog-
nized in the American philosophy of government, it is supposed
that a country can sell the sovereignty over other folks?

Mr. CROSS. No such doctrine can be applied if our prin-
ciples are in keeping with our pretensions, We are supposed to
stand for self-determination of peoples.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. What I mean is, How can you sell
the right to govern people?

Mr. CROSS, It can not be done if justice be the guide.

Mr. ARENTZ. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CROSS. Yes.

Mr. ARENTZ. I wish to say in answer to the gentleman
from Texas, who has asked a very pertinent question, that the
world has moved a great deal since 1808. We would not do
to-day what we did in 1898. In other words, if Spain said they
were going to sell the Philippines, we having destroyed Cavite
and captured their forces, we would say, *“ Why, you have not
got the Philippines to sell.” We have moved a great deal since
1898, and that thing could not happen again and I do not believe
it will happen again. :

Mr. LOZIER. If the gentleman will permit, of course, the
Members of the House are familiar with the provisions of the
treaty of Paris, and as an evidence that this was not an abso-
lute barter and sale, the treaty itself provides that the future
government and political status of the Philippines shall be de-
termined by Congress. The gentlenran knows that President
McKinley was opposed to taking the Philippines; that in his
first instructions to the plenipotentiaries he told them he did not
want the Philippines; then he finally consented that we should
take the island of Luzon, but we finally took all of them, under
a provision in the treaty that Congress should determine the fu-
ture government and the political status of the Philippine peo-
ple. It is a provision of the treaty. We did not buy the people.

The treaty itself recognized that they were not making an
absolute sale of the sovereignty of those people, but they were
Landing over to Congress the right to determine what the
political disposition should be.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield just for a
minute, so I can make an observation?

Mr. CROSS. 1 yield.

Mr, WAINWRIGHT. In reply to the statement made by the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sumn~Eers], is it not a fact, brought
out by the gentleman from Missouri, that we did not buy the
sovereignty over any people, but we did with the $20,000,000
buy the title to the territory of the Philippine Islands?

Mr, LOZIER. We bought the rights of Spain, and Spain at
that time did not have any rights, i

Mr. CROSS. Is it the part of wisdom, are we worthy of the
high trust imposed in us if we remain longer in these Asiatic
wiaters dominated by a powerful, resentful, ambitious nation?
But we are reminded by these profiteering propagandists, ‘as
well as by some well-meaning simple-minded folk of the Kel-

logg peace pact, and admonished that there are to be no more
wars,

Will the gentleman yield?
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. DYER. I want the gentleman to have more time because
he is making a fine speech on our duty to the people of the
Philippines. I see the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the chair-
man of the Committee on Insular Affairs, present, and I want
him to hear this speech, because it may help him .to help us to
get a chance to vote upon the guestion of Philippine inde-
pendence.

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 10 addi-
tional minutes. ]

Mr. CROSS. But the nation that acts upon such a delusion
is destined to destruction. It is not a new but an oft-dreamed
dream, for at the end of each war, while remembering its hor-
rors and still bearing its burdens, it seems “ a consummation de-
voutly to be wished.” History records a number of such attempts.
At the close of the second Punic War, Rome and Carthage, then
composing the civilized world, entered into a solemn treaty or
peace pact that they would abolish and have no more war. And
yet they had their sabers drawn again in less than 24 years. I
fear the well-meaning entangling alliances entered into to bring
about these visionary dreams, so far from accomplishing their
purpose, will prove but incubators of war. Human nature never
changes, and if there is one thing established by both divine and
profane history, it is that wars are inevitable. Nations act on
conditions and not on altruistic theories, and so acting we took
this country from the Indians. Like bees, when a nation swarms
with surplus population, if there is territory it can take, it will
take, and altruism in conflict with that aim will melt like a
wax image in a furnace. Such theories, my colleagues, are but
the products of illogical minds that revel in iridescent clouds
and constantly glimpse the coming of the millennium. They who
would have their country to act upon such fancies would, unwit-
tingly, have their country destroyed.

I beg of you, oh, my colleagues, to remember that duty is the
sublimest word in any language. The eyes of the world are
upon us. Let us not prove recreant to our high pretensions.
To-day gratitude pleads and patriotism demands that we grant
to these people their independence, entitled as they are to shape
their own political destiny, “ rough hew it as they may.” [Ap-
plause.]

Mr, AYRES. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that the
United States has been for some time a country with outlying
possessions, it might be interesting to speak of some of them at
this time. I want to speak particularly of the insular posses-
sions under the care and guidance of the Navy Department.
There are three of them—Samoa, Guam, and the Virgin Islands.

BAMOA

I shall speak first of Samoea. The islands comprising Ameri-
can Samoa were acquired in 1900 and 1904 by cession from the
high chiefs of the islands of Tutuila and Manua, and while we
took possession at that time, the cession was not formally ac-
cepted by the United States until Congress passed a joint reso-
lution on February 20, 1929, a little more than a year ago. By
authority of this act a commission has been appointed by the
President to make necessary recommendations to Congress re-
garding proper legislation for the islands. This commission is
composed of two Senators, two Members of the House, and three
Samoan chiefs. The commission is to meet some time this
summer in Samoa.

The present governor of the islands is Captain Gatewood, and
from all reports his troubles in governing Samoa are not so
many nor so great as are experienced by the governors of some
of our other possessions. In fact, the Samoan people are so
easy to govern that the regulations issued by the governor have
the same force as and are considered the law. In issuing these
regulations the governor has the assistance of the native legis-
lative body, called the Fono.

It is indeed interesting to a member of the Appropriations
Committee to know that no direct appropriations annually are
made by the Federal Government to help bear the expenhses of
the Samoan government. So far as is known, this can not be
said of any other of our possessions. Much of the revenue that
is raised for the local expense of the government of the islands
is derived from a direet tax called the assess tax on males.
Owing to the fact that the natives have not kept birth records,
they never know just when a man reaches the age of 21 years,
so they have adopted the plan of putting a tax on a male when
he is 5 feet and 1 inch tall.

The Samoans are real Polynesians and said to be the finest
specimens of the race., They are intensely religious. It is
said that all Samoans are Christians, and, whether church
members or not, nearly all go to church. It is a universal cus-
tom to have family prayers both morning and night in every
Samean home. I believe it will be conceded that this is a much
better record than prevails in the United States. The Samoan
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people are intelligent, amiable, very generous, and progressive.
When I make the statement that the Samoans are a progressive
people, it is meant in the true sense. I do not mean that they
will talk progressive and then vote reactionary, like some so-
called progressive statesmen do here in Washington.

One incident I shall relate to show what is meant by the
statement that the Samoan people are progressive and want to
advance even though it means more taxes on themselves: In
building highways throughout the islands the natives found
that it was necessary to have a steam shovel to cut away the
rocks around the edge of the mountains. They had been frying
for years to get this shovel, so the question was put up to their
legislature, or rather, to their Fono. It seems that in a session
of the Fono at a previous time they had proposed to create a
sinking fund from their revenues to the amount of $2,500 each
year for the purpose of eventually buying the shovel. This
process proved to be too slow for a progressive people, therefore,
they appealed to the governor to permit them to buy it at once.
The governor said no, for the reason that sufficient funds
were not available, and he looked with disfavor on going into
debt to buy the shovel. Not to be outdone, we are told that the
Samoan chiefs held a consultation among themselves and voted
in their assembly to raise the necessary funds by levying an
additional tax of $2.50 on each man, bringing the tax up to
$11.50 per year per man, in order to get their steam shovel at
once, That is what I meant in saying that they are a pro-
gressive people. From my experience as a member of the
Appropriations Committee, I believe that this is most unusual,
for most people feel that the Federal Government, or Uncle
Sam, should foot such bills, and, to be brutally frank about it,
that disposition is not confined to the people of our insular
possessions. I do not know of a place or a position that offers
a better opportunity to ascertain just how liberal people are
disposed to be with Uncle Sam’s finances than as a member of
the Appropriations Committee,

There is a continual urge to appropriate for this or that ob-
jeet, solely of local benefit, which, by no stretch of the imagina-
tion can be clothed with a Federal aspect.

As already stated, no direct appropriations are made by the
Federal Government for the expenses of the island government,
Indirectly, however, a great deal of the expense of the island
government is borne from the Federal Treasury in that all of
the executive officers of the government, such as superintendent
of education, public-works officer, public-health and sanitation
officer, customs officer, island treasurer, and all of the medical
officers and naval nurses are members of the naval serviee and
accordingly receive their pay from the Federal Government.
The expense is borne by the Federal Treasury in connection
with the pay of executive officers and the maintenance of hos-
pitals and dispensaries throughont the islands; the mainte-
nance of a station ship for communication between the islands;
and the upkeep of housing facilities for the officers at the small
naval station who are also the executive officers in the island
government departments. This amounts to about $475,000
yearly. The customs revenues from all sources last year
amounted to $73,923.30, so it can be seen that our sovereignty
exacts an annual toll of about $400,000.

The principal erop produced in the Samoan Islands is copra.
This ig the dried kernel of the ripe coconut, much of whieh is
exported to foreign countries. Before we took over the islands
the natives sold their surplus copra to traders at what was
known as the “annual fono,” or the general meeting of the
delegates; but in 1903 the natives requested the United States
Government to handle the entire copra export trade, with the
result that the exports have been very materially increased,
and also the native producers have received greater returns
for their product.

It is interesting to know just how this business is handled by
the Federal Government. The Government has an officer known
as the secretary of native affairs, who sends out blank pro-
posals in the early part of the season to copra buyers all over
the world, calling for bids to be made for the entire copra crop
of these islands intended for export. These bids are opened in
the month of January, and the highest bidder is awarded the
contract for that calendar year for the total output. These
contracts have to be approved by the governor of the islands,
and he sees that the producers get their money.

Samoa is a possession that came to us without any solicita-
tion or even suggestion on our part. History reveals that on
April 17, 1900, the high chiefs of these islands ceded them to
the United States, as they deemed it to the interest and welfare
of their people. They had to be protected from the greed of
other mnations and groups of selfish exploiters. The form of
government for these islands, to say the least, is unique, but
nevertheless entirely satisfactory both to the islanders and this
Government, The governor, who is appointed by the President,
is the head of the government. There are three administrative
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districts in American Samoa. Each district is administered by
a native district governor. These districts, like our own States,
are divided into counties, and each county is administered by
an hereditary chief. Each village is controlled by a village
chief, and the city or village councils are composed of the heads
of families. So it can be seen that the native Samoan has been
permitted to retain his old form of government, which this
Government very generously has not disturbed, making all
concerned happy and contented.
GUAM

The island of Guam is another one of our insular possessions
which is under the care and guidance of the Navy Department.
In the government of this island is furnished another illustra-
tion of where, notwithstanding the fact that it is an American
possession, and governed by a naval officer appointed by the
President, the form of local government has been little inter-
fered with and is conducted to a great degree under the Spanish
law that existed in 1898 when this country took it over.

The natives, who number about 17,000, are known as Chamor-
ras. The original Chamorras were Malays; but the present
native is a mixture of Malay, Spanish, Filipinos, and whites. It
is said, however, that the Malay predominates.

Guam is a very small island. It is about 30 miles in length,
and from 4 to 85 miles wide. It is said that the main occupa-
tion of the natives of Guam is agriculture, but to the extent
only of supplying their wants. Practically the only crop of
which there is an exportable surplus is copra. There was $195,-
862 realized by the natives on their copra crop of 1928, which is
not a bad showing when the small population and the further
fact that there is only about 225 square miles in the island are
considered.

The gick are cared for by the United States Government.
For the fiscal year 1930, we appropriated $22,000 for the care
of the sick and the maintenance of lepers. All of the hospitals
are operated by naval surgeons, as there are no native physi-
cians or surgeons. We also appropriated $13,000 for educational
purposes and have 131 teachers, of whom 14 are Americans. The
rest are natives.

Capt. William R. Furlong, of the Navy, directly in charge at
Washington of matters pertaining to our insular possessions
administered by the Navy, does not hesitate to say that not-
withstanding the fact that the population of the island is in-
creasing at the rate of from about 125 to 150 a year, the re-
sources are such that they can be expanded to take care of the
growing population.

The people of Guam have not had citizenship conferred upon
them. The governors of this island for several years have
recommended that citizenship be conferred, and Captain Fur-
long has indicated his opinion to be, from his knowledge of the
feeling of these people toward the United States, that such
citizenship should be granted. The present Governor of Guam
made the following recommendation regarding the Guam people
becoming citizens:

The greatest aspiration of the people of Guam is to become [ull-
fledged citizens of the United States. Their present status is quite
unsatisfactory, even the term * citizens of Guam ™ being almost meaning-
less at the present time, since there is mo established system of acquir-
ing citizenship in Guam and no law stating the exact requirements for
such citizenship.

The governor contemplates setting forth by proclamation who are
citizens of Guam and intends to promulgate a law permitting the natu-
ralization of such aliens resident in Guam. These measures are essential
in order to clarify the rights of property ownership, but they fall far
short of local aspirations. Citizens of Guam now possess the privilege
of freedom of entry and residence into the United States and the exten-
sion of citizenship, in the same manner as is done in Territories of the
United States, would be a just and generous act.

Owing to the remoteness of Guam the inhabitants were not
aware of the faet that there was war between the mother
country, Spain, and the United States until June 20, 1808, at
least two months after war had been declared. This informa-
1on was given the Guam people by the eruiser Charleston when
she steamed into the harbor and opened fire on Fort Santa
Cruz. It was thought then that the Charleston was saluting
the port, and the Spanish governor of the island was so in-
formed by some of his officers. When, however, the true mis-
sion of.the Charleston was revealed to the natives, many of
them took to the bushes as they had been told by the Spanisk
that the Americans were savages, and that they could expect
any kind of treatment at their hands except kindness.

(The first American governor of Guam was Capt. Richard P.
Leary of the United States Navy, who was appointed in the
spring of 1899. It might be interesting to some of our wet
friends in Congress to know that there was put in force by Cap-
tain Leary, prohibition order No. 1, which forbade the sale of
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intoxicants to any person not a resident of this island prior to
August 1, 1899, In other words, he began his house cleaning
among his own garrison. Order No, 2 prohibited the importa-
tion of intoxicants except by special authority. If such usurpa-
tion of the liberties of the people should occur at this
time, the wet champions like the gentleman from Milwaukee
[Mr. Saarer], and the gentleman from Baltimore [Mr., Lix-
rHICUM], and the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA],
would have asked for his recall, denouncing him not only as a
usurper but a tyrant of the worst type. That is not all Captain
Leary did. In order to prevent a failure of food supplies, he
ordered everyone without a trade to have * at least 12 hens, one
sow,” and to plant fruit or vegetables sufficient to provide for
one family; and it did not make any difference whether he did
or did not have a family.

All of Captain Leary's successors have been diligent in pro-
mulgating and putting into forece good laws and regulations for
the betterment of the native population, and have succeeded in
bringing the natives up to a good, high level, morally, intel-
lectually, and physically.

The present government of Guam is not unlike that of Samoa
in that the governor is the only appointed and commissioned
officer and the inhabitants are, in so far as civil status and
political rights are concerned, under the Spanish laws which
existed when we took possession of the island in 1899. Natu-
rally these laws have been changed and modified to suit the
conditions brought about by our ideas of local regulations.
Congress has passed practically no legislation for Guam. It
is said that neither the Constitution nor the laws of the United
States have been extended to them, and that the only admin-
istrative authority existing in them is that derived from the
President as the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of
the United States. The highest court in the island is the Court
of Appeals, counsisting of three judges and a chief justice and
two associates. There are also police courts and intermediate
courts that take care of ordinary litigation and eriminal mat-
ters. My understanding is that most, if not all, of these
courts are presided over by a judge who is a native.

It seems strange that a Spanish-speaking people which inhab-
ited Guam should change so quickly to an English-speaking
people. It is said that only about 2 per cent of the population
of Guam at this time can even understand Spanish. The
language of the real native, of course, is Chamarro, which is
one of the Polynesian tongues.

The revenues and expenses of the government of Guam for
the past three or four years, are as follows: Beginning with
the year 1927, the general revenues were $128,215.16. To this
amount should be added the sum of $14.486.65, which consti-
tutes certain profit derived from utilities, such as electrie light,
shop work, stevedoring, and so forth, supplied by the island
government, and profits on certain investments which made a
total receipt of $142,701.81. The general expense was $107,-
057.55, leaving a net balance of $35,644.26. In the year 1928,
the general revenues were $126,117.63, and the profits from
utilities, such as electric lights, and so forth, supplied by the
island governwent, and profits from certain investments, made
a total receipt of $147,200.80. The general expense was $128,-
140.53, leaving a net balance of $19,150.27. The year 1929 shows
that the general revenues were $141.259.70, and added to this
amount the profits from utilities, and so forth, amounting to

26,516.49, made a grand total of receipts of $167,776.19. The
general expense was $1565,703.10, leaving a net balance of $12.-
073.09. Of course, we have not the figures for 1930, so can
give only the estimated receipts and expenses. It is est!mated
that the receipts for 1930 will be, for general revenues, $141,000,
to which will be added the profits heretofore mentioned, esti-
mated to be $19,000, making a total estimated receipts of $160,-
000. The total general expense is estimated at $181,355, which
will leave a deficit of $21,335.

The fact that there has been a very nice balance in‘former
years and that there is an estimated defleit for the present year
might call for a brief explanation. Now as to receipts, as has
been said, in addition to the general revenues there have been
certain profits such as derived fronr services which the island
government furnishes to the population of Guam, such as electric
lights. This is done because no concern or individual in the
island is equipped financially to do it, so the expense in operat-
ing this plant is borne by the charges made on the people who
are provided with this service, and the profits derived from this
service are used in defraying the expenses of the island govern-
ment.

The igland government funds are invested in bonds and in
the local island bank, and the interest derived from this invest-
ment is the other item of profit referred to a few moments ago.
The reason assigned as to why the estimated profits for the
year 1930 are much lower than the preceding years is because
the principal formerly drawing interest has been used in the
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building of schools, an admrinistration building, and also other
buildings, thereby depleting, to a very great extent, the principal
which heretofore drew interest.

The increase in expenses, as estimated in 1930, is caused by
several different things, such as increase in wages granted dur-
ing the last administration, large amounts that have already
been expended due to emergencies, and many thousands of dol-
lars for public improvements necessary to be done this year.

Almost every native of the island owns a piece of land or has
some rented from the Government. The report is that owing to
the fertility of the soil and the climate, almost anything can
be grown in Guam, and much more than would be necessary to
supply home consumption if the native could be convinced that
it would be to his interest to do so. Some of the crops that
could be produced with profit besides copra are coffee of an
excellent quality which grows all over the island, and which it
is reported commands a good price; sugarcane, pineapples, also
cotton of different varieties grows wild there, There are many
kinds of fruit and vegetables produced on the island and do well.
So it can be seen that there are great possibilities for this
little island, notwithstanding the fact that it is so far away as
to be almost isolated.

THE VIRGIN ISLANDS

The Virgin Islands of the United States comprise the islands
of St. Thomas, 8t. Croix, and St. John. These islands were
purchased from Denmark for $25,000,000 in 1917. In company
with three other colleagues I visited these islands in Mareh,
1929, and before I left was thoroughly convinced that Denmark
drove a real bargain when she induced Uncle Sam to pay the
sum of $25,000,000 for them.

Owing to the fact that the islands form a natural outpost of
the Panama Canal, and have been for more than a generation
the important post of call for vessels plying between European
countries and the canal, they were considered important. But
more than any other reason was the fact that Germany was
negotiating with Denmark for the islands o as to have a naval
base in our own waters, This, of course, could not be permitted
if within our power to prevent, and the only way to prevent it
was to pay the fabulous price. This is one of our many war
babies, or, probably better to say, war inheritances.

The United States attempted to purchase these islands on
two different occasions long prior to 1917, and it is too bad we
did not sueceed, as it wonld have been less expensive at such
times. During the Civil War it was deemed of great importance
for the United States to have a naval station in the West
Indies. It was thought then that if we had such a base that
it would help to break the blockade running of the Confederate
States. Nothing was done, however, until after the war was
over, when Secretary of State Seward negotiated a treaty with
Denmark for the purchase of two of the islands, namely, St.
Thomas and St. John, for the sum of $7,500,000; but the Senate
of the United States refused to ratify it and it fell by the way-
gide. It took another war to make us realize that it was im-
portant for this country to have a naval base in the West Indies,

At the close of the Spanish-American War, or in January,
1902, we again took up the question of the purchase of the
islands from Denmark. Another treaty was negotiated and the
sum this time was $5,000,000. This treaty was promptly rati-
fled by the Senate of the United States and the lower House
of Denmark, but failed to pass the upper House, therefore, it
failed. Then another war, the World War, caused another
negotiation for the purchase of the islands, which was success-
ful, as already stated. History records the faect that in all
probability we would have succeeded in the negotiations for
the purchase in 1867 for the sum of $7,500,000, but for the
enmity existing between Senator Charles Sumner and President
Andrew Johnson. Thus it can be seen how a little fuss hetween
two statesmen cost the United States about $17,500,000.

It might be interesting to relate just what was done on the
part of the two Governments when the actual physical transfer
was made. There was a short publication in the local papers
notifying the inhabitants of the islands that the actual transfer
was about to be made, as follows:

It is hereby brought to public notice that the formal delivery of the
islands to the United States of Ameriea will take place this afternoon
at 4 o'clock, The ceremony will be at the saluting battery.

Government of the Danish West India Islands, 8t. Thomas, the 31st
day of Mareh, 1917.

Hexn: Koxow.
- BAUMAKY,
And thus the Danish West Indies passed into history and the
Virgin Islands of the United States were born.
In my visit to the islands I talked with some of the old
Danish residents who freely talked of these wonderful and
impressive eceremonies;

and while they are loyal to their
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adopted country they still have a strong attachment for their
dear old Denmark, and no one can blame them for entertaining
that feeling. >

Three members of the Appropriations Subcommittee, whose
duty it is to look after appropriations for the Virgin Islands,
went over there a little over a year ago to ascertain, if pos-
sible, if there could be some way suggested whereby these
islands could be made at least somewhat self-supporting. We
felt that it would not be necessary to appropriate, year after
year, a quarter of a million dollars and more, to keep the people
from want. As one member of that committee, I am compelled
to admit that we found many problems that have to be met
before the people of these islands can be self-supporting. When
1 say this I do not mean to convey the idea that the people do
not want to do their part to bring about a better condition. It
is because they are not in a position to do so; that is, there
is nothing for them to do to better their condition.

When we took over the islands in 1917 the population was
26,000, which has decreased to less than 19,000 at this time.
This is due to the fact that the younger people, who become
educated, emigrate to the United States as soon as they finish
school, for there is nothing for them to do on the islands.
Speaking of education, I might say that owing to the fact that
the natives are very poor, one would expect to see a great deal
of illiteracy. Such is not the case.

The local law of the Virgin Islands provides that all children
must attend school, beginning at 6 years of age and eontinuing
until 15 years of age. Our committee visited several schools
both in the city and country and found the children about as
far advanced in their studies as children in corresponding
grades in the States. Most of the teachers in these schools are
natives and colored, and at least 98 per cent of the students are
colored. This is in keeping with the population, which is about
92 per cent negro and the rest principally white. After those
boys and girls are educated there is nothing for them to do in
the islands and there is but one outlet, that of coming to the
States,

The industries of the islands are limited. With the excep-
tion of agriculture (which is also limited) there are practically
no industries. I do feel that if such industries as they have
were developed to the fullest extent it would solve the question
of how the people of the Virgin Islands could be made self-
supporting. Take the main industry of sugar. It could be
made a paying industry and would furnish employment for
thousands who are not employed at this time. There is plenty
of fertile soil and an abundance of sunshine to produce almost
uny vegetable that grows, like Bermuda onions, beans, tomatoes,
and many other vegetables that are canned. All that is needed
is water, which can be provided.

This, it is true, would call for an outlay of much money to
provide reservoirs to catch the rainfall during the rainy season,
but it would in the long run be less expensive to do this than
to continue as we are, appropriating hundreds of thousands
of dollars annually for the sole purpose of caring for a helpless
people. The canning industry could be established and made
a paying proposition. No finer tomatoes grow anywhere than
can be found there. The same can be said of the sugar in-
dustry. The cattle industry is fair at this time and could be
developed so as to be of some consequence if the States or
present Government would find or provide a market for the
cattle, The only market at this time is Porto Rico, which, of
course, is not sufficient to care for an extensive cattle business.
There is no question but that the bay-rum industry could be
developed to such an extent as to make it the best anywhere
in the world, but this can be done only by the Government tak-
ing hold and protecting the bay trees and providing up-to-date
methods of preparing the bay rum and providing a market for
the entire output. Anyone who will visit the island of St. John
and see the primitive method in which bay oil is produced at
this time will be impressed with the idea of what could he
accomplished if the industry should be developed.

1 have mentioned only a few of the things that, in my opinion,
could and should be done for the people of these islands to
make it possible for them to be self-supporting. Then if they
do not cooperate when given a chance, for one I would be in
favor of cutting them loose entirely. We have taken upon
ourselves the burden, and I am in favor of doing something
along industrial lines to develop the natural resources of those
islands, even thought it may cost a few hundred thousand dol-
lars to do it, rather than to continue the course we are pursu-
ing at this time of donating thousands of dollars annually in
the way of appropriations, with no return and no prospect of it
getting any better. I feel sure the people there are ready to
cooperate if we will only make it possible for them to do so,
but until we change this condition there is ncthing to do except
te continue appropriating.
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It is a useless expense to continue to send commissions or
committees to these islands to ascertain the cause or causes
of these conditions. That matter has been gone into most
thoroughly by no less than 10 commissions since we took pos-
sesgion. It might be well to name these commissions and the
dates when each visited the islands, '

In 1920 a joint commission of three members each from the
Senate and the House of Representatives was directed to report
on general conditions existing in the islands and possible need of
change in the form of government,

Again in 1920 two special commissioners of the Treasury
Department were appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury
to investigate currency and banking conditions,

In 1924 a Federal commission of five members were appointed
by the Secretary of Labor to investigate industrial and economie
conditions.

Again in 1924 an irrigation engineer of the Reclamation Serv-
ice was assigned by the Secretary of the Interior on request from
the Secretary of the Navy to investigate irrigation possibilities
on the island of St. Croix,

In 1925 the manager of the Porto Rico branch of the Federal
Land Bank of Baltimore was requested by Assistant Secretary
;)fl th:a Treasury Dewey to survey the banking situation in the
slands.

Again in 1925 an appointee of the Treasury Department was
designated by a committee of the Treasury—appointed by the
Se(émmry—to report on the financial and general economic sit-
uation.

Again in 1925 an appointee of the Treasury Department, desig-
nated by a committee of the Treasury—appointed by the Secre-
tary—to report on the tax system.

In 1927 four members of the House Insular Committee made
an unofficial visit to the islands at their own expense and held
hearings there,

In 1928 an educational survey commission of four members
was authorized by the Secretary of the Navy and conducted
under the auspices of Hampton and Tuskegee Institutes.

In 1929 four members of the House Appropriations Committee
visited the islands, accompanied by Capt. W. R. Furlong, United
States Navy. They were Burton L. FRENCH, WILLIAM B. OLIVER,
Wirriam A. Avres, and GeorcE N, SEGER.

In addition to these numerous commissions, there was sent
to the islands last year the Chief of the Burean of Efficiency,
Hon. Herbert D. Brown, with a sufficient staff to make a most
thorough study of all of the problems existing there. e did
this and filed an exhaustive report, pointing out these trouble-
some problems and suggesting many remedies that wonld no
doubt be helpful. After seeing for myself, and also reading
Mr. Brown’s report, I have reached the conclusion that the only
way to accomplish anything beneficial, both to the Virgin Islands
and to the Federal Government, would be to appropriate a sum
sufficient to put into execution many of the projects Mr, Brown
suggests, and that he be charged with the responsibility of see-
ing that these projects are carried out. The Federal Govern-
ment can well afford to provide a sufficient amount for this
purpose as a matter of economy, otherwise it means a continued
annual appropriation of anywhere from $250,000 to $350,000
simply to care for these people.

The appropriation for the fiscal year 1930 was $314,000.
This year the Budget estimate calls for $275,000, $10,000 of
which may be expended for public wells, It is estimated that
the expense of the islands for 1931 will be $560,412.80, and that
the revenues from all sources will be $209,212.80, leaving a
deficit of $291,200. This is in Danish West Indian money, and
amounts to $280,000 in United States currency. The revenues
are approximately $50,000 less than collected in 1929, The
United States expenses, such, for instance, as the expense of
the central administration of all of the islands, amounting to
$68,629.77 in 1930, and estimated to be the same in 1931, are
taken out of the appropriation made by us, and the balance is
turned over to the two colonial council treasuries, which would
be in the neighborhood of $200,000.

When our committee was in the islands about a year ago, some
islander called our attention to the fact that the Virgin Islands
were purchased by the United States and then forgotten. Ie,
of course, did not know that we knew that within the 14 years
we had been caring for them we had expended more than the
Danish Government had expended in over 200 or 250 years of
occupancy, This illustrates the old saying that the more you
do for some people the more they expect you to do, and if you
do not do it, you may expect to hear complaints. I am glad to
say that the complaint of that individual was not general. I
feel that most of the islanders are more than pleased with the
change and can be made happier by making it possible for them
to help themselves.

Whatever is done, however, to bring about this condition
should be done before most of the people reach the conclusion
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that it is the duty of the United States Government to feed
them, care for them in hospitals, and finally bear the expense
of placing them in their final resting place. There are too many
of that mind at this time and the sentiment is growing. I want
to emphasize the fact that the only thing this Government
should think of doing is to make it possible for these people to
be self-supporting, and when that is accomplished, make them
realize that it is up to them to work out their own salvation.
The sooner this is done the better it will be for the Federal
Government, and it certainly will be better for the people of the
Virgin Islands.

It is unfortunate, to say the least, that some are prone to
make reckless statements i our afttitude toward the
Virgin Islands. I am not concerned about statements like the
one made by an islander to which I referred a moment ago, that
the United States had bought the islands and then forgotten
them. I do feel, however, that statements made by Members of
either branch of Congress, touching our government of these
islands, should set forth the facts. I remember last winter
when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Coyie] made a
speech which is recorded on pages 708 and 709 of the Recorp of
December 14. He said:

We bhave eliminated an industry there in the manufacture of rum
and bay rum, which was a big industry on the islands. Right or wrong,
that fact remains,

I do not know just where the gentleman from Pennsylvania
got his information regarding this matter, as well as some other
questions relating to the Virgin Islands which he discussed at
that time, I do know, however, that if he had informed himself
he certainly would not have made the statement he did con-
cerning the industry of bay rum. Statistics show that from
1909 up to the time we took over the islands in 1917 that the
number of gallons of bay rum sold and exported averaged from
16,000 to 20,000 gallons annually. It also shows that in the
year 1919, after we had taken over the islands, the number of
gallons sold and exported was 52,519, ;

The number of gallons of bay rum sold and exported annu-
ally from the years 1918-1919, up to the present, is as follows:
In 1920, 89,105 gallons; in 1921, 79,415 gallons; in 1922, 73,859
gallons; in 1923, 65,524 gallons; in 1924, 74,574 gallons; in
1925, 79,730 gallons; in 1926, 85,148 gallons; in 1927, 74277
gallons; in 1928, 91,628 gallons, and in 1929, 91,116 gallons.
If the bay-rum industry has been eliminated by the United
States to any extent, as stated, it seems strange that it should
be by increasing the number of gallons sold and exported from
about 20,000 to over 91,000 gallons annually.

Our committee, when over in the islands a year ago, heard a
few complaints of this nature, but when faced with the actunal
facts the complaining party usually admitted that it might be
somewhat different than he stated. I know, personally, that
the people of the Virgin Islands are far better satisfied at this
time than they were under Danish rule. It is true that there
are a few, but only a few, in the islands who would not be
satisfied with anything short of being allowed to rule absolutely
the island and the people.

In conclusion I want to state that the people of the islands
of Samoa, Guam, and the Virgin Islands are happy under the
government afforded them by the United States through the
Navy Department; but notwithstanding that fact, there is a
move on foot at this time to transfer these island governments
from the Navy Department to the State or some other depart-
ment,

I venture the opinién that if the people of these islands could
be consulted and their desires regarding this matter be obtained,
that not 10 per cent of the inhabitants of the Virgin Islands
would favor the transfer, not to exceed & per cent of the people
of Guam would favor it, and not even 1 per cent of the people
of Samoa would favor it.

Then, who is it that is so interested in this contemplated
transfer of these island governments from the Navy Depart-
ment to some other department, and why is it necessary? No
good reason has been assigned for such a transfer and none can
be given.

The governments in all three of these islands are as near per-
fect as it is possible to have a government of one people by
another, and the people in all of these islands are as happy as
it is possible for a government to make them happy and con-
tented. Then the proposed transfer can not be for the reason
that the governed people of these islands are not satisfied. The
Navy Department is willing to continue governing these islands
as it has in the past, so the desire to transfer does not emanate
from that source. The real reason may never be known, but it
will be contended no doubt that it is a question of economy.
That reason and argument can be exploded without even an
effort. It is a well-known fact that the governing organization

in each of these islands is composed largely of Navy personnel,
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already on the pay roll of Uncle Sam, and while this personnel
could be used for other purposes in connection with the Navy, it
is also a well-known fact that the Navy is getting along without
the services of these men.

It is also a well-known fact that many of these officers and
men who constitute the governing body of these islands could
command anywhere from twice to three times as much salary
for similar services in civil life. This is true as to all, but
more especially -the physicians and surgeons, who are giving
their very best in these island hospitals. Not only this, but
there is much more I might recite along this line.

I want now to call attention to the added fact that the gov-
ernors and personnel, generally speaking, being Navy personnel,
are independent of political parties and political influence. I
feel that one of the reasons, if not the impelling reason, for
demanding this transfer from the Navy to some other depart-
ment is because certain designing individuals in these islands
or elsewhere know that so long as the Navy Department, free
from political influence, has control of these islands, there will
be no opportunity to exploit them. I know, personally, that
the Navy, while willing to continue to govern these islands,
would not oppose being relieved of this service, that the depart-
ment is not asking that it be allowed to continue governing
these islands, but that it will continue to do it, and do it well, as
long as the duty is assigned to it.

To make a transfer to another department of Government
means to create a new, large, and expensive organization in
some bureau here in Washington, and also a new and ex-
pensive organization in each of these islands, with the organiza-
tion in both instances composed of political office or job hunters
and controlled by party politics. When this oceurs, if it ever
does, then prepare for real expenditures of Government funds
in those islands, and God help the natives, for exploitation in
all probability will be the chief business conducted in all three
of these island possessions. For one, I am opposed to such a
move and shall continue my opposition so long as I am a
Member of Congress. 1 believe in letting well enough alone.
[Applause.]

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SprovL].

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentle-
men of the committee, I wish to make a few remarks upon
the subject of the protective tariff, a very old subject.

We are taught, we unsophisticated people in the midwestern
part of our country, that the purpose of the imposition of
protective tariff duties on products brought into our country
from foreign countries is to protect the industries within our
own country against cheap foreign labor and to encourage the
production within our own country of sufficient products to
supply the needs of our people, and also to secure better
prices for the producers of our products.

Are we right about these purposes or are we wrong? Just
why do we impose duties on imported products? From an
academic standpoint what are the specific purposes and what
is to be gained by imposing duties on imported products?

Primarily, we are told here on the floor of this House that it
is to protect the capital invested in industry; it is to protect
the labor employed in industry against cheap foreign labor;
to keep labor employed and to keep capital employed to the
end that the industries of our own country may supply all
the needs of our people. At no time are we concerned about
the duties that are going to be paid by importers. We give no
thought to this gquestion. Nobody thinks anything about how
much duty is going to be raised from imports. The duties that
will be paid by the importers receive no thought from any of
us and no attention is paid to them by anyone. DBut the sole
consideration is to protect industry and labor. But we know
that duties will be pald. We know that goods from foreign
countries will come into our country over the tariff wall. We
know from experience that this will be done and the question
then is that we ought to think about who is going to pay these
duties. Who will pay these duties ultimately?

Up in Massachusetts these duties are to protect the manufac-
turer of shoes. We have heard a lot about it from both sides
of the Chamber. They are put there to protect industry—that
is, the manufacturers of shoes—and to keep capital and labor
employed ; but who is going to pay the extra price on the shoes
that the duty will be put on when the shoes come over the
tariff wall and are sold to our people? It will be the con-
sumers that will pay, the persons who buy and use them.
And so it will be on sugar and on every commodity on which
an import duty is placed.

Now, if all of the people in our country who use imported
goods pay in excess of what they otherwise would have paid, a
price to enable the importer to pay his duties, they indirectly
have paid the duty themselves, So our own people really pay
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indirectly all the. revenue collected as import duties. It is an
inexorable truth that when we buy the imported goods on which
there is a duty we who buy and use pay all the duty, which
now amounts to between $500,000,000 and $600,000,000 annually ;
and not only is this true, but we generally pay a much higher
price for all the articles protected by the duties or imposts we

If our protective-tariff system does not protect each and
every industry equally with every other industry it is faulty.

For years and years $600,000,000 annually goes into the Treas-
ury from imports, and it means that the people of this country
have paid the $600,000,000 in excess prices for the products
that they buy, besides higher prices for similar articles to those
on which the duties have been imposed.

Where, then, is there any wrong; where, then, is there any
inequity in an export and import debenture certificate being
provided for? Wheat producers are entitled to a tariff pro-
tection that would enable them to receive 25 cents better price
per bushel. The 150,000,000 bushels of Kansas wheat should
bring to the State at least $35,000,000 more each year, if the
tariff on wheat was effective. But our people do not get it,
although they pay their share of our import duties, and also
higher prices on all articles coming into competition with goods
on which duties have been levied.

We hear about the effect of a high duty on manufactured
watches and jewelry that come to our country and have been
coming from Switzerland. You know we propose to put a high
duty on those articles and to keep them out. We propose to
destroy that country’s market. Suppose that Switzerland, now
buying products from us, retaliates and forbids the receipt of
our goods into their country, that which we have been exporting
there. Have we done ourselves a wrong? Have we done our-
selves an injury? There is not a particle of difference in the
ultimate effect between the placing of a high foreign duty on
the imported manufactured goods on the one hand and thereby
destroying a market for such goods, and on the other hand
placing an export duty upon the products of this country so
that they may successfully compete with similar goods of the
foreign country.

I want to say to the Members of this House that I hope the
Senate will stand firm upon their contention for an export
debenture upon wheat and cotton, and never yield as long as
time lasts. I hope there will be no compromise, because they
are standing for what is equitable, what is academically right,
and what is morally right. [Applause.]

. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas
has expired.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, for the information of Mem-
bers of the House, I suggest that we begin reading the bill and
rise upon the conclusion of the reading of the first paragraph.

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield now to the gentleman
from Louisiana [Mr, O'Coxxor].

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor
of this naval appropriation bill and shall be glad to vote for it.
It is a part of the national defense and I suppose the most
important factor in it. There are other factors, such as a

. proper Military Establishment; that is, an Army in the fullest
and widest significance of the word, an Army that will embrace
both the Regular Establishment, State National Guard, and the
reseryes, which are reasonably well taken care of by the Nation
to-day. Flood control is a factor which will not only prevent
an enormous wastage in property, as that word is usually under-
stood—that is, in houses, farms, and cattle that are lost through
annual inundations—but which will also prevent that other
terrific wastage, which is the gravest concern of those who are
living for their country not to-day only but who believe it their
mission also to prepare it and maintain it in full force and
vigor for the generations to come, and that is the wastage of the
top so0il that is being carried from the most fertile parts of
the Mississippi Valley by the flood waters of the lordly Missis-
sippi and its tributaries down to the Gulf of Mexico annually
to such an enormous extent that it takes more than 1 cubie
mile of that which on America should live during the coming
years. Our highways must also be our concern and their de-
velopment and extension to all parts of the United States is
just as important for the national welfare as a properly con-
ducted and maintained railroad system is for our national
defense. As a matter of fact, the Navy, the first line of de-
fense, the Army, the second line, backed up and supported by
a transportation system composed of railways, highways, water-
ways, and airways so coordinated as to make for the coopera-
tive movement that will spell for suc¢cess and triumph in peace
and in war time. .

For, Mr, Chairman, there is no use in blinding our eyes to the
facts of human existence. There is no use in ignoring the facts
taught by the pages of history. This world is a world bot-
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tomed upon foree; that is the fundamental law of life. We see
it in operation in every phase of existence, animate and even
inanimate. We can not afford to ignore the truths that are
apparent to all who read and understand the reason for the
growth of republics, kingdoms, and empires. The growth in
each case is the result of application of force. Though we may
preach of the benevolent manner In which we have grown to
the tremendous extent that has marked our progress, one need
not be a cynic to recognize that we sprang from nothing, for
the first comers and the early comers from Burope to America
did not own an inch of ground on the Western Hemisphere.

By the strong arm of might they took all that we have; first,
from the Indians and then by slave labor, advancing agricultur-
ally; and then by purthases, such as the Louisiaha Purchase,
not altogether free from moral suspicion and doubt; and then
territory gained as a result of the war against Mexico and, sub-
sequently, more territory gained by our conquest of Spain; so
that we are to-day great, grand, and wonderful. Our flag floats
in eastern seas, under the Southern Cross, and under Northern
Lights in the far-away Frigid Zone, and though it is our pride
and it is with a thrill of martial glory that we say to ourselves
and to the world as individuals and as a people, “ I thank God
I, too, am an American,” the realization is ever present in the
mind of him who understands and does not blur the facts that
the America of which he is so proud is the America of the
mailed arm and the steel fist. And our country has but trod
in the path of every other country that attained opulence and
glory. We won the heights and they won the heights by ad-
hering to the law and recognizing that force is the sine qua
non to progress, development, and stability. Rome grew
through her legions and her triremes. HEngland, the heart and
soul of Great Britain, has grown through her navy first, and
her army. And she has never hesitated or scrupled when the
necessities of the hour demanded ruthlessness as the price for
expansion and power. 8o, too, with all of the other empires
that have played out their part in the grand drama of life and
then disappeared when they forgot the law by which they did
grow and expand.

It is not swashbuckling to say that kingdom by blood gained
must be by blood maintained. It is merely the restatement of
a truth as old as the human race is upon this earth. In the
course of time Britain and our own Republic will pass away and
be forgotten. Countries, like individuals, are born, they live,
and pass away and in time are buried beneath oblivion's
waves, But it is our duty as Americans to do all that we can
in our lifetime to extend the years of our country.

We should endeavor to so live our lives that the Republie
will be stronger, greater, nobler, and more powerful on the
day when we go westward forever than on the day we fell into
the life of the country through the miracle of birth. And we
should not blind our eyes to the trunths that are made self-
evident by the fact of human existence. There is every reason
in the world why Great Britain and the United States should be
and remain friends forever. But the American that would
carry that belief and that hope to such an extent as to imperil
the position of his own country would be unwise, indeed. Be-
ware of the seeming friend of to-day, because he may be the
enemy of to-morrow. While related to England by ties of blood,
which should make for almost fraternal understanding, we
know what Great Britain did to the colonists when that blood
tie was even stronger than it is to-day. We know what Great
Britain did te the struggling States in the War of 1812, We
know what England was willing to do during our Civil War,
and though we saved her from annihilation during the World
War let no American believe for a single moment that England
would hesitate to subordinate us to her in the scheme of world
affairs, of which she desires to remain the principal factor. I
do not mention these historical facts acrimoniously, because I
have in a measure a great admiration for a country that has
grown so great that the sun never sets on her possessions and
whose drum beats are heard daily the world around. I view
her apparent oppressions of tyranny and even the atrocities
she has committed with a somewhat charitable eye because I
know that all other countries in their growth have been the
victims of that inexorable law to which I have referred and
the perpetrators of many crimes. Her unspeakable attitude for
centuries to a people who numbered among them my own an-
cestors is a blot upon her glory which she can never extinguish
or obliterate. And the infamous treatment of that English-
speaking people apparently was dealt out to them in hopes
of degrading them to a point where they counld neither under-
stand nor ever even hope for liberty and freedom, And this not-
withstanding that the Irish and the Hnglish people are very
closely related in blood, which is evidenced by the fact that they
speak the same tongue.

For to use a good expressive American word, much of this
Anglo-Saxon Celtic talk is unadulterated bunk, and used only
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for the purpose of creating a difference in the people of the
British Isles. In my own lifetime I can remember when Liver-
pool, Birmingham and Manchester were almost as Irish as
Boston is to-day, and the Irish have contributed to the growth
of London almost as largely as many parts of England itself,
and so has Scotland and Wales in a measure used their blood
with that of England. It is not only the north of Ireland that
has felt the influence of English and Scotch blood. English and
Scotch for centuries have been crossing into Ireland and marry-
ing there, and millions of Irish have gone into England and
married there. The point is that England has not hesitated to
deal as monstrously with her own blood, which the Irish people
are when the circumstances and conditions required as she
dealt with China and India. There were times when that
tyrannical misrule cried aloud to heaven for vengeance. I
merely mention these facts as one looking on at the drama and
tragedy of life as played by nations, and without any acrimony,
because I know that all of the acts were apparently decreed by
fate, and were inescapable. Because true indeed it is that God
moves in mysterious ways His wonders to perform. And one
of those wonders to us should be to forever remain mindful that
we must be prepared for the day when it will become the inter-
est of some great power or many powers to reduce us in order
that they might expand accordingly and grow rich in proportion
as it or they may make us to shrink and shrivel. There is
no reason in the world why Great Britain should ever assail
us except one, and that is sufficient to justify her in endeavoring
to put us down to a second-rate position, either by her own force
gr by sicking on some other power or powers to do the job for
er.

She would not want to see us destroyed, but it might be to
her interest to see us reduced so that we might be compelled to
play the part of colonists again. So let us be prepared, Mr.
Chairman, from every standpoint. Let us fight the good fight
from day to day and discharge our duty to our country by
keeping her prepared and with that Navy and Army and trans-
portation system essential to the permanency of the Republic.
Let us study new methods and devise a Navy that will be power-
ful enough to protect America’s greatness and her grandeur and
her glory, which mean the wonderful civilization we have built
up from swamp and wilderness., Let us keep our eyes open fo
the wonderful developments that are being made daily in sub-
marines and aircraft, and do not let us forget that other coun-
tries would like to abolish submarines because they are the sea
enemies which those countries have reasons to most fear. Let
us not forget that the very fact that other countries would abol-
ish them as instrumentalities of war is what should make us
study their development with greater care and intensity. Let
~ us hope, Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, that wars are very re-
mote; let us hope, indeed, that they shall never come again.
For hoping very frequently produces a psychological effect and
brings about that which is wished for. A proper mental atti-
tude has a mighty influence in developing, even though it may
not destroy or eradicate laws that are inseparably associated
with life itself. Let us remain true to our country, though that
advice is. not necessary to the American people from whose
hearts and heads comes ‘the noble utterance:

Our country, may she live forever and a day, but if she must die let
it not be from internal dissension and decay but upon a battle field of
imperishable glory.

As a contributing thought to the problem of flood control let
me submit the views of a man who has devoted the best years
of his life to the study of the Mississippi River and the bless-
ings it has bestowed upon the people of the valley as well as to
the havoe it has wreaked upon a people who have been unmind-
ful of their duty to properly harness the watery steed and make
it the useful servant which it should be at all times to the
millions that dwell behind its levees, If on the anvil of discus-
sion the spark of truth should fly I should know the truth about
the lordly river and its tributaries for I have discussed.the
old river with many of the notables who know its history, its
songs, and its rampages. The lamented Robert Dowman,
Marshal Ballard, James M. Thomson, James Edmonds, Walter
Parker, George Maxwell, and my friend Thomas T. Barr have
favored me with their views and ripened my own thought upon
a subject that is as thrilling and attractive as it is disquieting
to those who want and pray to see the valley blossom as the
rose, which it will when flood eontrol is absolutely and beyond
all controversial assurance. For what it is worth read a paper
prepared for me by one who is too modest to have me mention
his name, who labors without hope of reward or fear of punish-
ment, confident that the reward of one duty well performed is
the power to perform and discharge another. He has labored
for his country in order to gain that knowledge which will
enable him to labor still more industrionsly for it—for he loves
his country and scorns to give aught other reason why.
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FLOOD PROTECTION FOR THE VALLEY

“ Charity begins at honre.”

* Self-preservation is the first law of nature,”

Congress has provided for immediate flood protection for New
Orleans.
= ?Shat purpose of Congress should be accomplizshed without

elay.

After two years of waiting it remains nunaccomplished.

Everything Congress needed to do to give safety to New Or-
leans has been done.

The purpose of Congress was clear and plain.

There was no misunderstanding about it.

With reference to that one matter, the safety of New Or-
leans, no further action by Congress is necessary.

The purpose of my remarks is not eriticism.

No fault is intended to be found with the Army engineers.

Yet the fact remains that our fate is in their hands.

The responsibility rests with them, and to them our appeal
nmst be made for quick action which will make it unnecessary
to ever again blow up a levee to protect New Orleans from a
flood calamity.

The interests of New Orleans are more than local—they are
national.

A serious flood catastrophe at New Orleans would be a na-
tional ealamity,

New Orleans is a great national port for our world commerce.

The city is fast becoming one of the great maritime cities of
the world.

Its seagoing commerce serves more than half the territory of
of the United States of America, and probably more than four-
fifths of its population, and contributes to the general prosperity
of all its people.

The tremendous national benefit aceruing from this steady
enlargement of our national trade with the whole world through
the port of New Orleans is fully appreciated and recognized by
Congress, as evidenced by the steady continuance of large ap-
propriations for improved waterways and canals connecting with
or radiating from New Orleans,

Whatever danger now threatens it from floods arises, not
from national policies originating with Congress but originating
with the Mississippi River Commission or the Army engineers,
which have been radically modified by Congress.

The ever-rising flood level has resulted from the national pol-
icy of higher and higher levees, which did not originate with
Congress, and Congress has now vested in the Army engineers
full authority to establish at New Orleans a safe maximum flood
level by building a spillway.

That action was taken by Congress in May, 1928—two years
ago—yet we still have no spillway.

The people would have been content with “any port in a
storm,” and would to-day be content with any spillway devised
by the Army engineers. And if any modification of the Army
engineer plan for the Bonnet Carre spillway would expedite
construction, it would seem as though such modification shounld
be made without delay by the Army engineers.

Not as a suggestion as to what the Army engineers should do
but merely to illustrate this point: The broad-shallow spillway
plan adopted by the Army engineers requires a broad strip of
land between the Mississippi River and Lake Pontchartrain for
the flood waters to flow across, This broad-shallow spillway has
been objected to by engineers of note, who urge a plan for a
narrow-deep spillway which would require much less land for
flowage and cost less by many millions than the broad-shallow
spillway. One cause of delay in construction has been the ac-
quisition of the broad strip of land required for flowage under
the broad-shallow spillway plan of the Army engineers. The
question is whether that controversy might be largely elimi-
nated by the adoption of the narrow-deep spillway.

Among those who believe the narrow-deep spillway plan should
be adopted are Mr, A. B, B. Harris, consulting engineer, of Chi-
cago, and of 2905 Chamberlayne Avenue, Richmond, Va., and
John R. Freeman, of Providence, R, I. The opinions of such
engineers must carry weight and merit thoughtful consideration.
In an artiele in the Engineering News Record, page 818, Novem-
ber 21, 1929, Mr. Harris contends:

The total cost of constructing the narrow splllway with its necessary
waylands (1,500 acres), guard levees, bridges, ete,, will be but little, If
any, more than one-third the cost of constructing the broad spillway
with its necessary waylands of 7,600 acres. The saving in construction
cost will be not less than $10,000,000. In addition to this large saving
in construction cost the cost of operation and maintenance will also be
greatly reduced.

In the same issue of the Engineering News Record there is an
article by Prof. W. B. Gregory, consulting engineer, of New
Orleans, which guestions the location and design of the Army
engineer plan for a broad, shallow spillway.
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As the award of the commission created to appraise the value
of lands to be included in the broad, shallow spillway has been
set aside, the guestion presents itself whether the work might
not in the end be expedited by reducing the area required for
the spillway by 6,000 acres so as to be forced to acquire only
1,500 acres for the deep, narrow spillway instead of 7,500 acres
for the broad, shallow spillway. g

The point that I want to make clear is that it seems to me
beyond gnestion that the safety of New Orleans, and the im-
mediate removal of the flood menace from its commerce and
industries, is the question of first importance, and the necessity
for quick action should take precedence over all controversial
matters of opinion just as much as if works of defense were
being built by the National Government with a view to prevent-
ing an attack being made on New Orleans and the ecity devas-
tated in a war with some foreign nation.

When we come to the fighting of floods, we are fizhting a
great battle against nature’s devastating foreces which should
be fought with the same grim determination to let nothifg stand
in the way of victory as we would put forth in a battle against
war's devastating forces.

FLOWAGE RIGHTS FOR FLOOD WAYS FROM ARKANSAS TO THE GULP

We are confronted by other questions of greater magnitude
than those involved in the Bonnet Carre Spillway project, when
we look at the problem of flood protection for New Orleans from
a broader point of view,

Chief among these is the cost of flowage rights for the flood
ways proposed by the so-called Jadwin, or Army engineer plan,
approved by Congress when the flood control bill became a law
on May 15, 1928. An appeal to the courts has practically sus-
pended construction of these flood ways until these flowage rights
have been acquired. No satisfactory estimate has been made of
their cost, but it may turn out to be prohibitive, and it may
finally force flood storage on the tributaries as substitute for the
flood ways, because if the waters are held back on the tributaries
beneficial nses may be made of them, which will offset in large
part the costs of comstruction. The flood ways are purely de-
fensive in their nature, and permit of no use of the flood waters
for beneficial purposes to offset construction costs.

Therefore, it seems inevitable that before the flood ways are
built the possibilities of returns from beneficial use of flood
waters held back on the tributaries will be thoroughly investi-
gated and studied, and all who want flood safety in the lower
valley should take counsel among themselves to avoid being
drifted into an attitude of local selfishness that might arouse
the antagonizsm of the people of the tributaries, where local
floods have done terrible damage, as in Oklahoma and Kansas
and the Ohio Valley., We of New Orleans especially should
recognize that we need, and must deserve, the good will, on this
flood question, of every community on the great watershed that
pours its products through our gateway to the oceans of the
world as part of our national world commerce.

With that end in view I have for several sessions of Congress
introduced at each session a bill which provides a complete plan
for working out this great problem of utilizing the flood waters

_on the tributaries for beneficial uses that will create values so

great that they will largely offset construection costs+—not with
the idea of pushing the bill but in order that we may have
before us a well-digested measure as a basis for study by the
individual Members of Congress when that vitally important
question is reached.

To illustrate the relation of seurce stream control to the floods
that menace the country below Cairo let us briefly examine that
project as an alternative to the flood way from Arkansas to the
Gulf, on which work has now been suspended because of the
immense cost of the necessary flowage rights.

The flood flow that must be taken care of at Old River in a
flood like that of 1927 is 3,000,000 second-feet, approximately. Of
that only about 2,000,000 second-feet can be taken down the main
Mississippi River and the Atchafalaya, leaving 1,000,000 second-
feet with no place to go unless it breaks the levees and runs
wild over the plantations and ruins cities, towns, and thriving
communities as it forces its way to the Gulf, just as it did in
1927,

Now, that 1,000,000 second-feet of surplus flood with no place
to go can be taken care of by the source stream control plan
in this way:

First. Reduce the total flood-peak flow at Old River by pro-
viding for the beneficial use of the waters of the Red River
watershed in such a way as to prevent any flood flow whatever
from the Red River from ever reaching the Mississippi River at
Old River. That would take care of 250,000 second-feet, or one-
quarter of the surplus 1,000,000,

Second. That leaves only 750,000 second-feet to be taken care
of, and 400,000 of that can be held back by storage on the water-
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shed of the Arkansas River so that it would not reach the Mis-
sissippi until long after all danger of floods had passed. That
leaves only 350,000 second-feet remaining of the original 1,000,000
second-feet of surplus flood flow at Old River.

Third. Much more than that 350,000 second-feet can be held
back on the upper Mississippi, Missouri, and Ohio Rivers, with
their tributaries, on the authority of eminent engineers whose
opinions can not be whistled down the wind by any * doubting
Thomas.”

That takes care of the whole 1,000,000 second-feet of surplus
flood at Old River, and would reduce a flood of 3,000,000 (just
such a flood as 1927) to 2,000,000 second-feet, If that reduction
had been made in 1927 the damages from that flood would not
have occurred.

This whole plan for the elimination of the floods of the Red
River from Mississippi River floods may be subdivided into five
projects for the ultimate beneficial use of the flood waters:

(a) The project for flood storage reservoirs in Oklahoma as
fully outlined to the Flood Control Committee of the House of
Representatives by Mr. E. B. Blake of Oklahoma City, at its
hearings in 1927-28, and again quite recently.

(b) The supplemental project explained by Doctor Achison
in his recent statement before the House Flood Control Com-
mittee, for a very large reservoir in the Red River near Deni-
son, Tex., from which the waters could be diverted through a
cut to the Trinity River in Texas, and into other Texas rivers,
so as to be carried south to territory where the waters are
greatly needed.for beneficial uses, or will be in the near future.

(¢) The project suggested by Col. Robert Bradford Marshall,
for many years Chief Geographer of the United States Geo-
logical Survey at Washington, D. C., for diverting flood waters
near Shreveport, which could be held back in storage between
Denison and Shreveport, into the Sabine River, and thence down
that river to the Gulf of Mexico.

(d) The project of Wellman Bradford for a comprehensive
canal system to furnish water for the rice fields of Louisiana
by diversion in the meighborhood of Natchitoches, and storage
below until needed, for that beneficial use in the rice fields.
The demand on the fresh-water bayous for water for the rice
flelds is so great that it sometimes reverses the flow and the
salt water gets to the pumps, doing great harm. A stable
unlimited supply of fresh water would be of enormous_ value
to this great industry of Louisiana and Texas.

(e) The fag end of any Red River flood that might have
fallen too low down in Arkansas or Louisiana to have been
taken care of under the four projects above enumerated could
be diverted through a flood-water canal from Egg Bend to
Vermilion Bay, as indicated on the map facing page 4172 of
part 6, Hearings before Flood Control Committee, House of
Representatives, on January 27, 1928.

Under this complete plan for standardizing the flow of the
Red River and eliminating its floods for beneficial use in
Oklahoma, Texas, and Louisiana, the stage required for the
navigation of the Red River to the Denison Dam would be
standardized and maintained throughout the year. Only the
flood waters would be stored and diverted for other beneficial
uses than navigation.

It is not proposed that the flood storage works on the tribu-
taries as above described shall be delayed until the waters are
actually needed for beneficial use. What is proposed is that
the Government should build the works under carefully worked-
out plans that would ultimately provide for the beneficial use
of all the stored waters under some plan that would absorb the
waters in such a way that the Government could make a charge
for their use and thereby create an asset of permanent value to
it, instead of expending millions or possibly billions of dollars
ultimately without creating anything of value in return except
defense against devastation by floods.

The plan for flood storage on the Arkansas River in Okla-
homa, as was suggested by Mr. Blake, could be extended on
down to Little Rock, and thereby all flood damage on that
river entirely obviated in the future, besides taking care of
400,000 second-feet of flood waters that would otherwise force
their way through to the Mississippi as they did in 1927,

All the details of this Arkansas River project were so fully
explained by Mr. Blake to the Flood-Control Committee at
its recent hearings that it need not be repeated here. I have
gone into the projects for taking care of the Red River with
more detail, because the plans for the beneficial use of the
flood waters of the Red River in Louisiana to supply fresh
water to the rice fields are of great immediate importance
to that industry at this present time.

~As to reducing the flood at Cairo 350,000 second-feet by
flood-water storage on the watersheds of the three great rivers
that bring them down to Cairo, the upper Mississippi, Missouri,
and Ohio, there would seem to be no possible doubt of the fact
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that they can be so held back on those watersheds, and all
the waters so held back used for beneficial purposes in that
territory.

General Hiram M. Chittenden, of the Army Engineer Corps,
in his report on reservoirs, made in 1897, years ago, gave
it as his opinion, that on the whole watershed of the Mississippi
River above Cairo, one-fifth of the maximum of a flood like 1897
could be taken off at Cairo.

Lyman E. Cooley, one of our greatest American hydraulic
engineers, estimated that with 50 or 60 per cent of the water-
shed under control, a reduction could be made at Cairo of
500,000 to 600,000 second-feet. So it seems to be beyond
question that the floods at Cairo, and at Old River, could be
brought within safe limits, and all future flood catastrophes
avoided, by the control of the waters on the tributary water-
sheds, if we availl ourselves of the great values that may be
created by the ultimate beneficial uses of the water to offset
the costs of construction of the necessary works for its control
and conservation.

The success of this whole project depends on the adoption of
a plan such as is embodied in the bill I have already referred to,
which in this seasion is H. R. 9848, introduced by me on Feb-
ruary 13, 1930, which creates a permanent coordinating commis-
sion to work out all details and apportion benefits and costs
between the various interested and benefited agencies, including
the Nation, the States, municipalities, districts, and all local
agencies.

When President Wilson was President, a similar bill, known
as the Newlands bill, was before Congress, and President Wilson
created a Cabinet commission to report on it. -That Cabinet
commission appointed a committee of the bureau and service
chiefs to study and report on the bill. They devoted several
months to it, and finally reported a plan which was embodied in
the final Newlands bill, as printed in full with the hearings
thereon, in Senate Document No. 550, Sixty-fourth Congress,
first session. That bill was 8. 5730, Sixty-fourth Congress, first
session.

The plan proposed by that interdepartmental committee
‘created a commission composed of the Secretaries of War, In-
terior, Agriculture, and Commerce, with the President of the
United States as chairman. The necessity for a board giving
all its time to this most important and complicated subject was
recognized and provided for through the creation of a subordi-
nate water control board, composed of a chairman appointed by
the commission and a “ technical aide” or “ highly qualified rep-
resentative " appointed by each of the Secretaries of the four
departments named. This plan, it will be observed, obviates
the objections to an independent commission, and would put all
four of the great departments of the Government having to do
with water problems at work under a coordinating plan, each
receiving equal recognition, so they would all be enlisted in an
effort to adopt all practicable methods for flood control and
water conservation.

In the preparation of my bill I have retained this plan for
a commission composed of the four Secretaries, but have pro-
vided for the appointment of a chairman by the President, who
should also be the chairman of the water-control board. In
that way we would secure the greatest efficiency, I believe.
Each of the four Secretaries would appoint a representative
on the water-control board, as originally recommended by the
interdepartmental committee, as I have already explained.

Another plan is adopted in my bill that has been tried very
thoroughly in the case of the Appalachian National Forest act.
A member of the Senate and a Member of the House, ex officio,
are made members of the commission. This plan has worked
80 well in the ease of the Appalachian Commission that I believe
it will commend itself to adoption as a part of the machinery
which must be provided before we can expect to get any final
right results out of this maze of complications that now involve
the flood-control problem.

I have grave doubts whether we will ever be able to put
through any plan that will effectively put an end to the flood
menace in the lower Mississippi Valley until we have provided
the machinery for utilizing the flood waters as a great national
asset to offset costs of construction. That is what my bill is
designed to do. I am convinced that the plan it embodies of
working through the existing departments and governmental
machinery is better than to undertake to create new machinery
or another independent commission.

We can not avoid the ultimate conclusion that the Depart-
ment of Agriculture and the Department of the Interior are
now doing wonderful work in the whole field of the beneficial
use of water for all purposes relating to more profitable agri-
culture and land cultivation with irrigation and stopping gully-
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ing and erosion. My bill merely provides for coordinating all
that work and putting it under a comprehensive plan, instead
of hammering at it piecemeal and wasting the flood waters to
an extent that ean not be indefinitely continued in this country
if our agriculture is to be sustained on a profitable basis.

The enormous beneficigl resulis from the use of flood water
to promote plant and tree growth in the humid and subhumid
regions of our country, as well as in the arid region, are clearly
shown in a report by Prof. W. J. Spillman, of the Department
g{fi Agriculture, on the work of Freeman Thorp at Hubert,

nn,

The value of retarding and spreading flood flow, slowing up
the run-off, and using the waters beneficially is very briefly
demonstrated in this report, which was originally published as
Senate Document No. 228, Sixty-third Congress, third session,
entitled * Conservation of Rainfall—Memorandum on the work
of Col. Freeman Thorp on his farm at Hubert, Minn. From the
report of Prof. W. J. Spillman to the Seeretary of Agriculture.”

The supply of that document has been exhausted, and I will
ask that it be reprinted as an appendix to these remarks. It is
peculis;rly informative and pertinent to this discussion of flood
control.

MEMORANDUM ON THE WORK oF CoL. FREEMAN THORP OX His FARM AT
HUBERT, MINN.

On August 18 and 19, 1913, I bad the privilege of examining the
farm of Colonel Thorp, including his forest plantations, and of studying
the interesting methods which he has there developed.

The most striking originality is apparent in all Colonel Thorp's work.
He is a man who thinks deeply and rationally on problems which arise
in his work, and he has worked out a number of important problems in '
connection with farming, especially for his own locality, though some
of these problems pertain to wide regions. I will discuss these problems
separately and outline the solutions for them which Colonel Thorp has
found, indicating my opinion as to the general applicability of the
methods developed. J

SOIL

The soil on Colonel Thorp's tract is, in the main, a light sand, but |
interspersed here and there are considerable areas of muck land. y

EMBANEMENT SYSTEM

Colonel Thorp has instituted on the 1,500 acres of land which he
owns a simple system of embankments constructed at very small cost,
which accomplishes the following purposes:

In the first place, it conserves the entire rainfall of the region, causing
the water to soak Into the soil without run-off. Secondly, it prevents
soll erosion. In the third place, the prevention of eroslon incidentally
prevents the washing away of soluble salts in the soil.

The embankments referred to are not so numerous as to prevent all
surface flow of water, but they are so arranged, so far as I could see,
over the whole tract as to cause all surface flow to lodge in places where
it is beneficial rather than harmful.

Colonel Thorp’s tract may be divided into forests, pastures, and culti-
vated flelds. The embankment system is found on all three classes of
land, The prevention of run-off in his forest tracts appears to have
greatly Increased the growth of forest trees in those localities where
the water i held by the embankments. He has purposely left one tract
of forest without embankments, though whatever run-off occurs fromr it .
is caught elsewhere, The forest growth in this section of his timbered
lands is much less satisfactory than in those scctions where the em- |
bankments oecur.

It might be urged that on lands as sandy as those in question there
would be practically no run-off even without the embankments. It hap-
pened that while I was at this place a conslderable rainfall occurred. |
Water ran freely over sandy soils near Colonel Thorp's house. But the
system of embankments in that locality led this water into a garden
tract, where it was useful.

I am of the opinion that in the sandy soils of the North the simple
gystem of easily constructed embankments used by Colonel Thorp could
easily be made to prevent all run-off. The saving of molsture thus
made would be less striking than in some other sections, on account of
the sandy nature of the soil, yet the results on this farm show that the
system is important even for these sandy sofls. In arid and semiarid
regions, especially where the soil is not sandy, and where rainfall, when
it does occur, is more or less torrentlal, I am of opinion that this system
would be of even greater value than it is on the sandy soils of northern
Minnesota, In what we may call the semihumid belt lying between the
humid regions of the East and the semiarid reglons of the West the
embankment system would doubtless be of great value and would insure
crops in many years where there would otherwise be failure.

In this connection I would call your attention to the inclosed extract
from the Kansas Farmer, of July 19, by Prof. Edward C. Johnson, giving
an account of a very similar embankment system in use in certain por-
tlons of the State of Kansas. Professor Johnson gives it credit for
marked effect on crop yields.
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[Extracts from Kansas Farmer, July 19, 1913.
“ CONTOUR FARMING IN EANSAS
“By Edward C. Johnson, K. 8. A. C.

“ Conteur farming is the name given to a system of farming on roll-
ing lands which are contoured in more or less undulating ridges around
the slopes in order to prevent excessive run-off and soil washing after
torrential rains. It has been used for many years on the sandy, rolling
lands of Alabama, Georgia, and the Carolinas, where soil washing is
very troublesome, and is now being used in the best young orchards
of Maryland and the Virginias, TUntil late years, however, contour
farming was unknown in Kansas,

“Adaptations of this system are now in use in this Btate in the
northeast section to prevent soil washing and In western Kansas 1o
cateh and hold water. In Leavenworth County Mr. J. M. Gilman,
famous corn man and experimenter, has commenced to work his rolling
flelds on a contour plan. With an improvised level consisting of a
2 by 4, 14 feet long, and a carpenter’s level, he hag laid off base lines
in his fields with a slope of 114 inches to every 14 feet. These bage
lines are run at such a distance apart that the average drop from
one to the other is 6 feet. This leaves the lines 80 to 60 feet apart.
In plowing these lands Mr. Gilman throws the back furrows on the
base lines and the dead furrows come midway between, thus ridging
the land slightly. The same system of plowing will be followed from
year to year until the fields are ghaped into gently rolling contours or
terraces, which will carry any excess of water and will prevent wash-
ing after the heaviest rains. Even this year, when the land has been
plowed only once on this plan, soil washing has been effectively pre-
vented. As tbe ridges are not abrupt but gently rolling, crops are
planted on the land and handled without regard to the ridges.

*In western Kansas, on the farm of F. J. and D. J. Rundle, Almena,
Norton County, a still more interesting modification of contour farming
is found. Here a system of contouring has been used for four years,
not so much to prevent =oil washing as to prevent useless waste of
water by excessive run-off. In this region moisture is usnally the limit-
ing factor in crop production, and if every drop can be saved much is
gained. Four years ago, therefore, the Rundle brothers devised a con-
tour system to prevent waste of water., With the aid of a farm level,
similar to a surveyor’s level but much less expensive, they laid out base
lines around the slopes on their rolling flelds, 50 to 100 feet apart,
giving no slope to them whatever.

“In planting corn or sorghums ﬁxey start the lister on a base line,
listing parallel to this line until half the land is listed. The lister is
then started on the next base line and continued on both sides of it and
parallel to it until the listed furrows meet the listed portion next to the
preceding base line. Any small irregular strips which may remain are
then listed in short furrows parallel to one listed side or the other.
‘When these are finished listing is started on the next base line, ete.,
until the fleld is planted. Now, when the rains come in torrents, as is
often the case in western Kansas, the water is caught in the furrows,
which often are filled from rim to rim, so that clear belts of water may
be seen stretching around the slopes. After ordinary showers there is
no run-off whatever, while after a torrential rain the run-off is reduced
to a minimum and the water soaks into the ground instead of being
wasted uselessly. The additional moisture thus utilized often is suffi-
clent to insure successful crops, where if run-off were allowed failure
would result. The Rundle brothers have had successful crops in seasons
when their peighbors, farming according to the usual methods, have
had little or nothing.

“This system is also used when oats and wheat are grown, the land
being ridged slightly along the base lines by an improvised grader or
drag, made of planking, or by plowing back furrows aslong the base
lines, leaving dead furrows midway between.

“ Contour farming could undoubtedly be utilized profitably in this
State to a mmch greater extent than at present. In the northeast
section there is much rolling land which is not cut up toe badly to
contour easily. Here contouring to prevent soil washing would be
found practicable In many cases not only where general farming is
carried on but also where young orchards are being planted.

“In western Kansas rolling lands or lands sloping slightly are also
exceedingly plentiful. Here, where every drop of water that comes
ghould be saved and utilized to the utmost, contour farming will be a
wonderful help in water conservation.”

In humid and superhumid regions it is doubtful if Colonel Thorp's
system could be utilized without modification, on account of the ex-
cessive amount of moisture it would hold on the soil in many places.
But by a very slight modification, such as is geen in the Mangum ter-
race deseribed In Burean of Plant Industry Circular 94, the system
would add greatly to the proportion of the rainfall absorbed by the soil
‘and at the same time dispose of the surplus which would be injurious
rather than beneficial if held on the soil

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the

gentleman from Hawaii [Mr, HousTox].
Mr, HOUSTON of Hawaii. Mr. Chairman and members of

Copyright, 1913]

the committee, the gentleman from Texag [Mr. Cross], in the
course of his interesting debate, referred in terms to the Navy
of this country in such a way as to indicate that be has but
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little confidence in its ability. I rise to bring to the attention
of the House the fact that the Navy of this country has never
failed it. The Navy from a small beginning in the War of
Independence has always fought with honor. During the War
of 1812 it was the Navy that largely brought the war to an end.
The war with France was stopped by the Navy. The Tripolitan
barbarians were defeated by the Navy, and the conclusion of
that unfortunate fratricidal War between the States was helped
through the splitting of the Confederacy in twain by the Navy.
The war with Spain was concluded by the Nayy; and in the
World War, starting from scratch, if you please, with practi-
cally no merchant marine, the Navy of this country transported
almost 50 per cent of the men across the seas without a single
casualty in going aeross. I think the country need never fear
that the Nayy will fail it in its hour of peril.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr, Chairman, I ask that the Clerk now read
the bill for amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill for amendment.

The Clerk read down to and including line 8, on page 4.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. HocH, Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12236, the
naval appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon.

TIME FOR CUTTING TIMBEE ON CERTAIN LANDS IN OREGON

Mr. COLTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take
from the Speaker’'s table the bill (8. 4057) authorizing the Sec-
retary of the Navy to extend the time for cutting and removing
timber from certain revested and reconveyed lands in the State
of Oregon.

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands a similar House bill
is on the calendar?

Mr. COLTON. I am informed they are identical.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, et¢c., That the Becretary of the Interior be, and he Is
hereby, empowered, at his discretion, to extend the period within which,
under the terms of the patent therefor, the timber may be cut and re-
moved by the purchaser thereof, his helrs or assigns, from revested
lands of the Oregon-California Railroad grant lands, and reconveyed
lands of the Coos Bay Military Wagon Road land grants, either here-
tofore or hereafter sold by the United States; and the Secretary of the
Interior is further hereby authorized to make such rules and regulations
48 he may deem proper governing the granting of extensions of time
to such purchasers and the length of such extension and the method by
which and terms upon which the same may be granted.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COLTON. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. As as I understand it, this is an extension of
time for the sale of timber on certain lands which was author-
ized by Congress some 8 or 10 years ago.

Mr. COLTON. That is correct. It authorizes the Secretary
of the Interior to extend the time in his discretion.

Mr. GARNER. The only criticism I have to make of it is
this: This is giving the Secretary of the Interior discretion with
no limitation. He could extend it 10 years or 20 years or 50
years, I do not think that is good public policy. I think the
Public Lands Committee ought to have put a limitation upon it,
ought to have guarded the matter as far as possible. Nobody
guestions the integrity or the judgment of the Secretary of the
Interior, but there have been times in the history of the country,
and not so long ago, when discretion placed in the Secretary of
the Interior was a dangerous one. It is not good policy for
Congress to turn over to the Secretary of the Interior without
limitation of his diseretion, in respect to the sale of timber, and
to make rules and regulations under which it may be sold.

Mr. COLTON. The extension must be made under the terms
of the patent that has already been issued for this timber, which
requires that it must be done within a period of 10 years.

Mr. GARNER. Does the gentleman consider this bill to mean
tkat the Secretary of the Interior could not extend it in excess
of 10 years?

Mr. COLTON. That is my understanding.

Mr. GARNER. But the bill does not say so. It leaves it in
his discretion. I talked to gentlemen interested in this matter.
I shall not object to it, because it is desirable legislation per-
haps, but I do place in the Recorp the suggestion that commit-
tees do not leave too much discretion to the executive
departments of the Government,

Mr. COLTON. I am sure the Secretary of the Interior in
extending this time will impose more advantageous conditions
to the Government on the control of it than have heretofore
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been imposed. He will make rules and regulations requiring
them to make regulations for fire protection, which has not been
had heretofore.

Mr. GARNER. ' Let us hope so.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table. _

A similar House bill was laid on the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr, Speaker, on Friday last, through my own
misinformation, I inadvertently misinformed the House in say-
ing that the bill (8. 4098) to provide funds for cooperation with
the school board at Browning, Mont., in the extension of the
high-school building to be available to Indian children of the
Blackfeet Indian Reservation, which 1 asked unanimous consent
to have considered at that time, was identical in form with the
bill H, R. 10215, which was on the House Calendar. I should
have made a comparison. My information was that they were
absolutely the same. I find that there is one difference. I
should have said that they were similar rather than identical.
If anyone has any objection to the procedure taken at that time,
I would be very glad to ask unanimous consent now to vacate it
and take the matter up again.

Mr. GARNER. The substance of the bills, I take it, was the
same; that is, the object of the legislation to be accomplished?

Mr. LEAVITT. Ob, yes.

Mr. SNELL, They were practically the same?

Mr. LEAVITT. Yes.

GEAND ARMY MEMORIAL DAY BERVICES

Mr. REECE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill 8. 3498, to aid the Grand Army
of the Republic in its Memorial Day services May 30, 1930,
which I send to the desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill 8. 3498,
which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

8. 8498

A bill to aid the Gmn;i Army of the Republic in its Memorial Day
gervices, May 30, 1930

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $2,600 be, and the same is
hereby, authorized to be appropriated to aid the Grand Army of the
Republic Memorial Day Corporation in its Memorial Day services, May
80, 1930, and in the decoration of the graves of the Union soldiers,
sailors, and marines with flags and flowers in fhe national cemeteries
in the District of Columbia and in the Arlington National Cemetery in
Virginia, d 3

SEc. 2. That sald fund shall be paid to the treasurer of the Grand
Army of the Republic Memorial Day Corporation and shall be disbursed
by him for said memorial service.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker—
and I do not intend to object—I understand the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. Quin] approves of this and that it meets the
approval of the Committee on Military Affairs?

Mr. QUIN. That is correct. And I may say that they
usually put flowers on Confederate graves at the same time.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the Senate bill was
passed was laid on the table.

VETERANS' RELIEF BILL

Mr. CLANCY. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the REcorp on the Johnson veterans' relief
legislation.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the
House, I voted recently for the Johnson veterans’ relief bill be-
cause I believed it to be just and meritorious. This bill will
provide relief for tens of thousands of veterans.

Some time ago I introduced in the House a bill to pay the
entire amount of the adjusted-compensation certificates as a
cash bonus to veterans of the World War immediately, My
bill is practically identical with the Brookhart bill in the Senate.

After talking personally with President Hoover and realizing
the opposition of the United States Treasury Department and
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in Congress to the heavy strain of paying the entire amount
which calls for the expenditure of approximately three and a
half billion deilars, I presented two alternative bills—one pro-
viding for payment of 25 per cent of the adjusted compensa-
tion in cash and the other providing for 50 per cent.

I have introduced a fourth measure which provides that no
interest be charged war veterans whe borrow money on their
adjusted-compensation certificates, My proposal would kill
interest rates on past loans and prevent charging of interest in
the future. This is the least controversial of all my veterans’
relief bills, I believe.

I do not believe there is any community in the country where
the number of veterans, as compared to the total population, is
greater than it is in Detroit. This arises from the fact that so
many men of the veterans’ age have become dissatisfied with
their local situation and have moved to Detroit to get better
employment at higher wages and under better working conditions
as to hours, and so forth.

The Director of the Census, however, will inform you that the
unemployment situation in Detroit is very acute because of that
very fact. An exceedingly large number of veterans are in dis-
tress, and the sentiment for the payment of their adjusted-
compensation certificates immediately and in cash is stronger
in Detroit than probably in any other center in the United
States. The demand for the payment of the bonus in cash
immediately for needy, destitute, or disabled ex-service men is
practically unanimous.

The plight of sick or disabled veterans is considerably reme-
died by the Johnson bill. It will afford just and needed relief
to tens of thousands of cases for which no relief is possible
under the present law. I have personally come in contact with
thousands of cases, many of them face to face and some by letter
and petition, and I vbuch for the genuineness of these claims.

Many of these cases are pitiful in the extreme. I have been
nearly 20 years in the Federal Government service and have
handled tens of thousands of claims of veterans and dependents
‘of the Civil War, Spanish War.m‘Gareat War, and other forms
of Army and Navy service. I mever knew conditions to be so
bad in this class of cases as at present except that Civil War
claims have grown less and less during each of these 20 years.

I do not believe anybody living on the east side of Detroit
has had more contacts with veterans’ cases or closer relations
with them over a long period of years than myself. Not only
have I had a part in working for and voting for great veterans'
relief bills but I have personally _leaded tens of thousands of
individual cases during these 20 years.

First, I began as a Congressman’s secretary in 1911 and con-
tinued this work for many years. Before the Great War and
at the time of Villa's raid across the Mexican border, when three
or four regiments of Michigan troops were sent'to quell that
trouble, I was one of the organizers and founders of the Detroit
Patriotic Relief Fund which raised thousands of dollars to take
care of the destitute women .and children of those Michigan
soldiers.

At first we had to herd those sick, hungry, and destitute women
and children in the Light Guard Armory and afford them relief
there; then we carried food, fuel, medicine, clothing, and rent
into their homes.

Then the Great War broke out and the Detroit Patriotic Re-
lief Fund which was doing such wonderful work was taken over
almost entirely by the Red Cross and was known as the home-
service section. Immediately thousands of fresh cases developed
in the families of tens of thousands of Detroit boys who left
for the war.

I became a director of this home-service section of the Red
Cross and served actively upon that board for eight years
including the year or two as a director of the fund.

We helped in the war by giving the soldier the ease of mind

and confldence and security that his loved-ones at home were
getting every attention and in many cases they were better cared.
for than when the soldier himself was providing for them, for
we raised hundreds of thousands of dollars and saw that each
family had food, fuel, clothing, and shelter, and besides that
they had first-class medical and dental attention.
. In many cases we saw that the medical operations which the
soldier himself could not provide were furnished by the best
surgeons in Detroit at the best hospitals without charge to the
dependent,

Faithfully for eight years I assiduously gave my attention to
that work. No director signed more checks or vouchers for
money for these dependents than I did. Many cases in which
the emergency was difficult I gave my personal attention, as for
instance, where the landlord wanted to throw the family out
on the street for continued nonpayment of rent or because of
some nuisance, or where debts of long standing or recent accu-
mulation had to be met outside our budget.
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There was never a breath of scandal against my handling any
of this money or as a matter of fact against any other director
involved. There was never a claim of unfairness or prejudice
raised against us arising out of racial, nationality, or religious
affiliations. It was a nokle work carried out under dominance
of the highest ideals.

The distress which I witnessed in thousands of families
roused my sympathy, and I stood for the soldiers’ cash bonus of
1923-24 in the face of serious opposition from powerful interests
which thought we could not afford that amount of money at
that time.

I worked and voted for the soldiers’ adjusted compensation bill
which provided nearly $4,000,000,000 for veterans., I received
hundreds of letters and telegrams urging me not to do this, and
I had to meet that opposition when I ran for reelection. I also
voted to pass this bill over the veto of President Coolidge.

I favored the soldiers’ bonus passed by the Michigan State
Legislature, and did all I could to secure passage of that legis-
lation.

This year I introduced in Congress a bill to pay the adjusted
compensation certificates in cash immediately rather than to
wait for their payment upon death or in 1945 when the service
men lived that long.

I was one of the first to recognize the injustice of taxing a
needy veteran 6 per cent compound interest on loans made on
his adjusted compensation certificate. In nearly every case
the veteran gets but a small percentage of the total amount due
him and then the 6 per cent compound interest eats up the rest
by 1945.

1 pointed out that the Government sometimes loans to the
District of Columbia on public projects large sums of money
without any interest whatsoever.

I pointed out that the Government has a four hundred million
dollar revolving loan fund for the benefit of farmers who never
fought for their country and the rate of interest is about 314 per
cent.

I pointed out that one of the committees on which I serve—
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee—has a loan fund
of $250,000,000 for the patriotic enterprise of building up the
American merchant marine, and that money is loaned to ship-
builders out of this fund at about 314 per cent.

I pointed out that this same committee recently put through
an amendment that while a ship is under construction, possibly
over a long period of time, the rate of interest on the loan is
slightly over 2 per cent.

In public addresses I have declared for the payment in cash
of the full face value of the adjusted service compensation cer-
tificates immediately when the veteran is needy, destitute, or
disabled. Also in public addresses I have made speeches and
stirred up sentiment for payment of 25 or 50 per cent of
the adjusted compensation certificates or whatever the Govern-
ment ean afford.

Thoughtless people think it is easy for the Government to
raise the three and one-half billions and pay the adjusted com-

pensation certificates immediately. I saw President Hoover |

personally on this recently and urged him to do.so, but of
course, I knew the difficulty he and Secretary Mellon face in
providing these three and one-half billions immediately. That
is why I have said in public speeches that I was willing to take
what I could get and vote for all that possibly could be raised
by the Government now to pay off these veterans.

Some people criticize the Ameriecan Legion, the Veterans of
Foreign Wars, the Disabled Veterans’ organization, Spanish
War Veterans' Association and the G. A. R. because they have
not obtained from Congress larger sums of money for the
veterans.

The Great War veterans, mainly through the efficient work
done by the American Legion, has already secured a payment of
$5,000,000,000 from the taxpayers' pockets for veterans of the
Great War. If the legislation already on the books is not added
to, the payments provided for out of the National Treasury by
1940, will run to $11.000,000,000.

Then will come a large amount in 1945 in payment of the
adjusted compensation certificates provided in the law of 1924,
which I voted for, and which we passed over the President’s
veto.

I say that the Congress has only done its duty in making these
tremendons payments to veterans. I think they should be more
just and more generous and provide further relief. 1 do not
want to take tinre to argue the service of the veterans to the
country nor the sacrifices they made. It is enough to say that
they paid more to the country in these services and sacrifices
than they are receiving or will receive in cash out of the tax-
payers' pockets.

Hospitalization for needy cases has always been one of the
main projects of the American Legion and other veterans' or-
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ganizations. For adequate hospitalization I have always worked
strenuously.

On March 29 of this year I helped dedicate a Federal hospital
at Windmill Point, Detroit, which was secured by Congressman
MoLeop and myself only after strenuous labor.

This year I voted for a Federal hospital bill amounting to
about §17,000,000, which included a large item for the veterans’
hospital at Camp Custer, Battle Creek.

A couple of weeks ago I appeared before the House Veterans'

Committee and supported officers of the American Legion of-

Michigan and of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of Michigan in
their efforts to secure additional beds for the Federal hospital
at Camp Custer.

This year I appeared before the House Pensions Conmittee
and argued for an age and service bill for all Spanish-American
War veterans. The committee finally voted out a bill appropriat-
{1}15 at;hi?lut $11,000,000, and I voted on the floor of the House for

s i

During my many years of service in Washington I have
worked for a number of bills for the relief of Civil War veterans
and their dependents.

I challenge anybody who presumes to criticize my attitude on
veterans' relief to produce any man on the east side of Detroit
in my district who has worked longer and more effectively and
more powerfully for American veterans’ relief than myself,

MUBCLE BEHOALS

Mr. REECHE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have
until midnight in which to file a report on Senate Joint Resolo-
tion 49, to provide for the national defense by the creation of a
corporation for the operation of the Government properties at
and near Muscle Shoals, in the State of Alabama, and for other

purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

INVESTIGATION OF COMMUNIST PROPAGANDA

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged resolution
from the Committe¢ on Rules for printing in the REcorp.

The resolution is as follows:

House Resolution 220

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House “of Representatives is
authorized and directed to appoint a committee of five Members of the
House of Bepresentatives to investigate Communist propaganda in the
United States and particularly in our educational institutions; the
activitics and membership of the Communist Party of the United
States; and all affiliated organizations and groups thereof; the ramifi-
cation of the Communist International in the United BStates; The
Amtorg Trading Corporation; The Daily Worker; and all entities,
groups or individuals who are alleged to advise, teach, or advocate the
overthrow by force or violence of the Government of the United States,
or attempt to undermine our republican form of government by Inciting
riots, sabotage, or revolutionary disorders.

The committee shall report to the House the results of its investiga-
tion, including such recommendations for legislation as it deems
advisable,

For such purposes the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is
authorized to sit and act at such times and places in the District of
Columbia or elsewhere, whether or not the House is in session, to hold
such hearings, to employ such experts, and such cleriecal, stenographie,
and other assistants, to require the attendance of such witnesses and
the production of such books, papers, and documents, to take such
testimony, to have such printing and binding done, and to make such
expenditures as it deems necessary.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman from
New York when he expects to call that up?

Mr. SNELL. We expect to call it up at the first opportunity.
It may be several days from now. The German debt resolution
is one of the first things to be called up.

Mr. GARNER. May I ask the gentleman from New York if
he has had hearings on this resolution?

Mr. SNELL. We had.

Mr. GARNER. Were they printed?

Mr. SNELL. They were not.

Mr. GARNER. Can we have them printed, so that the
House may have copies of them?

Mr, SNELL. I see no reason for not having them printed.

Mr. GARNER. As I recall, for four or five years there
have been mno investigation of anything by the House. The
other body has made several investigations. Now we have a
question where the Committee on Rules thinks it necessary to
authorize an investigation. It seems to me we ought to have a
reason for it. The only reason we can get is from the state-
ment of the gentleman from New York or his colleagues, or
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from the printed hearings. I think we should have the hear-
ings printed.

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman from New York has no objec-
tion to having the hearings printed, and he may say that it
was with some reluctance that he brought in the resolution.
The Committee on Rules has not been in favor of investiga-
tions, but here is a resolution that we thought proper to bring
in. From the information furnished us from the hearings and
private sources, the members of the Committee on Rules did
not want to take the responsibility of withholding it.

Mr. GARNER. I am not making any criticism of the gentle-
man from New York or of the Committee on Rules.

. Mr. SNELL. Whether you are or not, I am just stating the
acts,

Mr. GARNER. I know it has been the practice of the
gentleman’s committee for several years to print the hearings
on statements and reports made to them. This must be an
extraordinary case. Heretofore for five or six years the gen-
tleman has sat upon resolutions calling for investigations or
kept them in his pocket,

Mr. SNELL. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I have mever
kept any in my pocket. I do not handle them in that manner,

_Mr. GARNER. The gentleman has kept them in the com-
mittee. :

‘Mr. SNELL. Every resolution reported out by our commit-
tee has been presented to the House.

INCREASES UNDER THE HAWLEY-SMOOT TARIFF BILL

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a list of the
increases in tariff rates in the pending tariff bill as compared
with those in the present law.

Mr. SNELL. Have not those been printed?

Mr. GARNER. No.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker; under the leave to extend my
remarks in the Recorp, I include the following :
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List of imereases carried in the Hawley-Smool tariff bill, showing actual or com

ad valorem rates based on 1928 imporis

Smoot bill—Specific rates shown in some instances—Continued
SBCHEDULE 1.—CHEMICALS, OILS, AND PAINTS—continued

puted
under Fordney-McCumber Act and IHawley-

Fordney-

List of increases carried in the Hatwley-Smoot tarii bill, showing actual or
ad valorem rates based on 1928 imports under Fordney-McCumber Act aud Hﬂﬂn‘-
Smoot bill—Specific rales shown in some instances

SCHEDULE 1.—CHEMICALS, OILS, AND PAINTS

i hﬂ‘“cmumm Hawley-8Bmoot
- Act (1922) bill
Acids and acid anhydrides:
Acetic acid, containing not more than 55 % cent per| 13§ cenis per
per cent of acetic aeid. pound. pound.
g R A R O S R S R 25 per cent.._.._ 38,73 per cent,
Tannic acid—
Containing less than 50 per cent of tan- | 4 cents per |5 cents per
nic acid. poand. pound.
Containing 50 per cent or more of tan- | 10 e¢ents per | 11 cents per
nic acid. und. d.
by T LR I L o e L s B 6 cents per|8 cents per
Chromic acid B 1 e 25 per cent.
Btearbsaald o = 13.28 per cent____| i
Ammonium compounds: Ammonium carbon- | 30.23 per cent.._.| 40.31 per cent.
ate and bicarbonate.
Barium compounds:
Barium chloride . - ... 116.07 per cent-.| 185.71 per cent.
Barivm ool = 25 percent. ... 46.83 per cent.
Caﬂelm citrate__ 1 r, Al 91.55 per cent,
.| Free... 28.46 per cent.
C T RlC a8 S L L e | e P T 19.47 per cent. - .| 42.83 per cent.
Compounds of casein, known as galalith or | 45.15 per cent.-_| 70.15 per cent.
any other name, in finished or partly
finished articles, n. s. p. f.
Chalk or whiting or Puaris white:
Ohalk, dry, ground, or bolted whiting...__.____| 25 per cent__._._ 175.76 per cent.
Dieth) Ibarbll:u:ic acid, salts, and compounds. | ... do et 80.61 per cent.
Ceiliulose acetate, mmpounds combinations,
mixti
Cellulose in block tubes, | 60 cent. .. - 80 cent.
er.c, ﬂn;.ahed or part.ls‘ mhhbwmamdm i e
&P
(,elluluse compounds, including p lin,
and other cellulose esters am{mxge
combinations or mixtures—
Transparent sheets more than 0.003and | 50 per cent_ ... 56.25 per cent.
not more than 0.032 of 1 inch in
T:ahi‘; t sheets not than 0.003 | 25 t 45 cent
sheets not more than oent._ ... 4
of 1 mn thickness aee =
Ethers and esters: Butyl acetate do 53.34 per cent.
Hexamethylenetetramine . 5 do 39.50 per cent,
Edible, valued at less than 40 cents per | 35.63 per cent...| 42.33 per cent.
und.
In.«:d.ili:.ﬂ ble, valued at less than 40 cents per | 27.73 per cent.._| 35.30 per cent.
pound.
lnediblg, valued at more than 40 cents per | 28.41 per cent. . .| 34.61 per cent.
Vegetable glue 34.27 per cent. .| 44 per cent.
Pectin 20 per cent____._| | 25 per cent.

McCumbear Hawley-Smoot
Act (1922) i
Glue, l%ll:l.e size, and fish glue:
ed less than 40 cents per pound........| 37.25 per cent....| 48 per cent
Valued more than 40 cents per pound____ 20.38 per cent.___| 35.72 per cent
Juice of lemons, limes, oranges, or ot.tler citrus | Free. ... oe... 65,33 per cent
{ruits, unfit for bevmga %u
Magnesium compounds: Oxide or caleined | 17.46 per cent..__| 34.92 per cent.
magnesia.
Oils, animal and fish:
Spe.rm. mﬂusd, or othnrwlse processed._ ... 19.32 per cent....| 27.05 per cent.
Bpermaoetd Wax. oo o Lo e e Free......--....| 25 per cent.
ool comaln.lngmmethanzpereent 2048 per cent____| 40.95 per cent.
freo fatty acids.
‘Wool grease containing 2 per cent or less, | 22.62 per cent_._.| 45.23 per cent.
not medicinal.
Wool grease, medicinal, including adeps | 11.36 per cent_...| 34.09 per cent.
0ils, vegetahle: ]
xﬁ..lmuee;d or i 1 and binations and | 40.83 per cent____| 55.68 per cent,
mixtures.
Olive, , with container, less than | 40.54 per cent....| 51.35 per cent,
40 pounds..
Palm-kernel oil, edible
Sesame ofl, edible. .- oo ool - O e 28.14 per cent.
Soybean o 24 cents " per 3% cents per |
: pound.
Phosphorus trichloride. .. oo oo oooeo e 25 per cent. ... 42.14 per cent.
Precipitated barium sulphate or blane fixe_ ... 43.57 per cent____| 54.46 per cent.
Ultramarine blue and all other blues containing | 3 cents per |4 cents per
um-a:t:’mrtne, wvalued at more than 10 cents per pound. pound,
pound.
Decolorizing, deodorizing, or gas-absorbing | 20 per cent.____. 45 per cent.
chars and carbons.
Vermilion reds, containing quicksilver. ........ 21 pe:r mnt ...... 26.37 per cent.
Cuprousoxide. ..o oo oo ...o....]| 25 percent...._. 35 per cent.
Li and other combinations or mixtures 29 1? permntﬁ._ 44.17 per cent.
of zine sulphide and barium mlphate, con-
25 percent__ ... 30.69 per cent.
44.30 per cent—. .| 66.45 per cent.
12.75 per cent___| 25.50 per cent.
Free 25 per cent.
Dao.
Do.
Sodium phusph.nte (except pyro) n 5. p. f..| 22.31 per cent_._| 33.46 per cent.
Sodium phosphate, containing less than | 22.73 per cent___| 68.18 per cent.
45 per cent water.
Bodium silleoﬂuorido ....................... 25 percent_ ... _ 42.93 per cent,
sw;lgdmm Iph anhydrous 8.01 per cent_____| 12.01 per cent.
§ 5 e e T e S e A e | 40.45 per cent___| 70.64 per cent.
N.ap.f .. -| 14.76 per cent___| 22.14 per cent.
e 18.30 per cent—..| 27.45 per cent.
Corn... 7.11 per cent____| 10.67 per cent.
b T - e B g S | 19.02 per cent-.__| 28.50 per cent.
Soluble or chemically treated starch__ -| 24.87 per cent___| 39.79 per cent.
Dg:otﬂns. made from potato starch or potato | 43.53 per cent..__| 58.45 per cent,
Dumbsti t:s 8. p. I, burnt starch, dextrine | 25.11 per cent____| 40.18 per cent
s1!
Btrychnine alkaloid. _._.. 48.21 per cent._..| 64.28 per cent.
Other s:%ls of strychnlna ....................... 20.30 per cent____| 39.15 per cent.
ne:
5 per cent.
Do.
Do.
Vsnsdium oompounds
Vanadic acid, vanadic anhydride, and salts_ 40 per cent.
Chemical mmpounds. mixtures, and salts Do.
whaolly urr in chisf value of vanadinm,
Zine su.]phﬁ __________________________________ 21.46 per cent.
Ethyl-hydrocupreine, salts and compounds____| Free 20 cent.a per
Paints, eolors, and pigments, commonly known | 41.64 per cent__._ ‘H 12 per cent.
as artists’, school, students’, or children’s
paints or colors,
SCHEDULE 3.—EARTHS, EARTHENWARE, AND GLASSWARE
Brick:
Bandatme o e Free..._........| 24.73 per cent.
Tueg}ommon 1 N e T AR e TR ) [I 0 s, S 23.52 per cent.
EIDEIOO o - oot Lo micimip ot A 49.17 per cent....| 61.47 per cent.
Glared_______. +---| 50.92 per cent._._| 63.65 per cent.
Ceramic mosaics—
Valuad at 40 cents per square foot______ 49.77 per cent____| 62.21 per cent.
Valued at over 40 cents per square foot.| 50 per cent ______ i) per cent.
Other tiles, including cement tiles—
Valued not over 40 cents per square foot.| 51.28 per cent_._.| 64.10 per cent.
G Vahlﬂ:l over;dm cenl.smper square foot. ﬁ' :2 }:gr cent.. ke % per cent.
narry tiles, or W1, measuring .19 per cent.__. per cent.
inch or over in thickness.
Petialase, orade . oo o ol Freo............| 23§o. cent per
Cement, Portland, and other hydraulic 16.86 per cent.
Plaster of Paris: Sta statuettes.and bas- | 25 per cent... ... 50 per cent.
nﬁhéh&whnuy or in value of, manufac-
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SCHEDULE 2.—EARTHS, EARTHENWARE, AND GLASSWARE—continued
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List of increases curried in the Hawley-Smoot tariff bill, showt

May 12

ldﬁdwuﬂpldld

ad ralorem rates based om (928 imports under I-‘nrdnq\-McGth Act and Hawley-
Smoot bill—Specific rates shown in some instances—Continued :

SCHEDULE 2—EARTHS, EARTHENWARE, AND GLABSWARE—continued

Fordney-

MeCum Hawl?];i']-jsmoot Ml;oé?xnm - Hawley-Smoot
Act (1022) Act (1922) o
Glass:
12.38 per cent. Cylinder, crown, and sheet (window)—
Glass ‘sand. do. 215.84 per cent Unpodished 2220 o i L 4437 per cent____| 66.56 per cent.
= e S e v i e i TR et e ettt PR o e S L 14.67 per cent..._| 35.07 per cent,
Valed over 15 cents per pound. . .oo.cooeeo 25 per cent. ... 31.70 per cent. Fluted, rolled, ribbed or rough plate glass__| 14.96 per cent____| 15.94 per cent.
Manufactured, cut. ... o iiean 0 perecent. .. ... per eent or 87.16 per cent____{ 93.64 per cent.
Bwapwand waste valued at not more than 5 | 10 per cent.....| 25 per cent Bmg‘_‘:j‘ polished plate glass -1 70.87 per cent._._| 85.84 per cent.
eents per pound. -
Serap and waste valued over 5 cents per |_____ A 40 per cent, Unwrought and unmanufaetured._________ $iperton....... g .50 per ton
m:n dimensions. 40 t eent va:n' T T e B SR et e Jif e aei s 38 per
Films out to dimensions. . ... ... percent______ 45 P
ﬁh.imuw.sgnpsmmmmn.md, 25 per cont______ 35 per ont 0%:} = Dlﬂ“; m:nd Ddhhﬁ 87.03 per cent..__{ 45 per cent.
was ;d.pow ered, ete. (except toilet prepara- led s ,!mﬂ‘“‘d Jooking gt Wm e
Earthenware, stoneware, and cmckarj: Dot over 354 square inches.
Household use, table, toilet, kitchen 37.78 per cent.___ Do.

ware for damestie—?lain white, brown,
vellow, red, or black, not decorated

Hotel, plain w bwwn.yolbw,rod or
ml.,plai' nwhu.e brown, yellow, red, or
black, not decorated,

b
P white bmwn. yellow, red, or black,
not decorated
Plain white, bmwrl, yellow, red, or black,
Clock wgq ts, ete
cases, plaques, ornaments, vases, ete.:
Plain white, brown, yellow, or black,
not decorated. el
Plain white, brown, yellow, red, or black,
decarated.

All other articles composed wholly or in chief
value of earthenware, stoneware, and crock-

el'i'htu white, brown, yellow, red, or black,
not decorated.
FPlain white, brown, yellow, red, or black,
decorated.
Filter tubes....

Terra cotta

China, pomahin and sther vitrified wares:
Househol

Tahln. tulht. and kitchen ware, not
including bone china—
Plaln white or brown, not deco-

Phin white or brown, decorated . __
Hotel ware, plain white or brown, not
decorated.

Hotel m.phm white or brown, decorated._|
China and porcelain ware costaining 25 per
cent or more ol’ caleined bone:
Household use—
’I‘nhﬁ, toilet, and kitchen ware, plain

50 per cent. . __|
S5percent......

20 percent...._.

white.
Table, toilet, and kitchen ware, deco-
rated.
Hotel ware—
lsin white. -
a lumhssn
“iuml:rn;h:. | < E S ARG
Flake.
Carbons, electric-light carbons, less than 14 inch_
Chemical and other scientific glassware:

Lamp-blown advolumetric ware___________
Artick;s for chemical, scieatific and experi-
men
e O e ot
Fused guartz tubes or tuhlng_ AR IS
n!um[mtmg ghsswm Globes and shades_____

Blown or |;vm'th|r P T SR e el

114 cagts per
iaperoent_.‘ !

ved, ornamented, etc. i

Christmas tree ornaments._._..__._____________

Glass bobbins and other glass parts of textile
machinery.

Iamimtedzlass:wmpooedofhymofxlass
and other mater

other o instruments, frames,
and mountings.
lectric lamp earbon filaments. ... .. ...
Windows, stained or painted.._________________

str:‘phlc reproduction or engraving processes,
Granite:

cally all of the
rmansferred Lo manufactured ra
some sizes and quality the increase

will be as high as 1,500 per cent.)

56.44 per cent.
54.11 per cent.

47.26 per cent.
51.37 per cent,

' 63.46 per cent.

54.96 per cent.

88.43 per cent.
67.74 per cent.

80 per cent,
55 per cent.

76.76 per ecent.

-| 81.06 per cent.

73.75 per cent.
77.39 per cent.

54.58 per cent.
56.89 per cent.
56.63 per cent.
56.34 per cent.

fs' ml..“
oo cents per
pound

60 per cent.
85 per cent.
D

i
P # Lo

2
TR
ge R R
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Cast.owmnndnotnvarm:aqmm
inches.

Plate glass, cast, polished silvered and look-
“’”“FE late, over 144 and over 384

square
Plate glass, ete.—

meandmtmmsqm-mhm do. Do.
Over T2 squarefnches_________________| ___ e Do.
Cylinder, crown, ami sheet glass silvered | ____ s Do.
and looking-glass plates, over 144 and not
over 384 square inches
Siah.moﬁna.mmh,sehool.dnhs, chimpey | 15 per cent..____ 25 per eent.
SCHEDULE 3.—METALS AND MANUFACTURES OF .
Mangenese ore: Manganiferous fron ore con- | Free. ___________ 91.04 per cent
T L S S
Ore OF CONCENIBles . ...\ veeceeee- .19 per cent. .| 212.44 per cent
8 i.nm hmou, ete., valued not | 22,01 per cent__..| 26.91 per cent,
over 1 cen Pmm
Btmlhnrs.va] not over 1 eent per pound.._.| 20.96 per cent....| 26.82 per cent,
Wire woven cloth
35 per cent. ... 40 per eent.

Meshes finer than 30 and not finer than 90
inch.

Chains, sprocket and machine ¢
Btaples in strip form for use in paper fasteners

orstapungmachlm
Butts and hinges, finished ar

R |

Silver plated hollow wsare

Umbrella ribsand tubes_____________________._
Needles

69.90 per cent_._.

-beard .
Pens, with nib and barrel in one piece, metallic,
except gold,

blades, valued not over 40 cents per dozen.

cal inntmmmts and parts, n.s. p. f.______

66.67 per cent_.._|
7.06 per cent_____|

.| 81.46 per cent.___
1 cent and 50 per
cent,

Surgieal
Drawing {nstroments. .. .. o =il 1
Plgs,pmmm,md nippers, valued more than
Pléers. pincers, valued at not more than $2 per
Bells{amgl ohurdi bel]ssnd wﬂ]ms),ﬂnish-
n le, doorbells, etc.
sm.gle I.ubns forged, rmsh

bm'ad
Pistols and revalvers, valned not over $4 each__
Electrical machinery: Generators, transform-
ers, converters, motors, suumary. railway,
vehicle automotive and others; [ans an
‘blowers; radio and wireless npparnau and

g:g:; telegraph spparatus.
E ical hi
Turbineengines__ _____ . __.____._
Metal wurklnwachlms and parts: Punches,
, and
Textile machinery: Go:tm, wool, and other
textile machinery, n. s.
Phosphor copper or phusphurns copper

Platinum._ . d
Other plated ware except cutlery and

30 per cent__.___

9.41 per cent,

43.26 per cent,

134 cents and 50
per cent.

55 per cent.

Do.

45 per cent,

10 cents ta.mi 60
per cent.

5 cents and 60
per cent.

50 per cent.

10 per cent.

131.69 per cent.
40 per cent.

do Do.

hud aruuks.._. T RO S Do.

P]atimzm- ted articles.. do Do.

Gold, Sterling-silver tableware a Do.

Gold articbes. .o ___ - - 4 e Do.
Iron or steel ware not specially provided for____| 40 per cent______ 45 per cent.

Ironaxes .. .. _.. do Do.

Iron mechanics’ tools: Twist drills, S, ete. do Do.

N M e [t =

W oor »
Nonferrous wares not - inlly wided for: |_____ ! R TR Do.
A_luminum. lckel,

, and
ms c,pawtal'ﬂn.win, otheu,
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List of increases carried in the Hawley-Smool tariff bill, compuled
baged on 1928 imports under Fordney-McCumber Act and Hawley-

ad ralorem rales

Smoot bill—Specipc rales shown in some instances—Continued
SCHEDULE 3. —METALS AND MANUFACTURES oF—continued

Mcbumger H‘WI?H‘JSM‘
Act (1922)
Vehicles (except agricultural) n. 5. p. f.,caraand | 40 per cent. ... 45 per cent
parts for railway, in chief value of metal.
Vehicles: Carriages, drays, and trucksand other |.____ o Do,
vehicles and parts, n. s. p. I, in chief value of
metal.
Abaminamm foll .0 oooo o il 35 per cent .._._.| 40 per cent.
Metal powderinleaf . . . ... . ... ... 11.11 per cent . .| 21.11 per cent.
Watchms medium grade, also cases and dials.
G‘I'Il. —Watches have heen increased but
gm‘isun mpossible.
Cloeks and movements; recorders of time, dis- | 61.22 per cent. .| 91.83 per cent.
tance, or fares; meters ‘tor gas, water, and elec-
trieity; speed controllers and other régulating
or indicating devices; eslimal.e& .
increase of paragraph carrving above articles.
SCHEDULE 4.—WOOD AND MANUFACTURES OF
Flooring, maple, birch, and beech..... PRI Free: ..o 8 per cent.
PIYWOOR., . L e ST L s 3314 per cent....| 40 per cent.
Plywood, aldor—. e do. 50 per cent.
ds, curtains, shades, screens, plain. _._..... 35per cent. ... Do.
Blinds, stained, dyed, pa:mnd. printed, pol-
gratnsd. or cr .| 45 percent. ... Do.
Iimkets, slain:
Bam wood or composition of wood,
straw, papier-mAché, and palm leaf . ___ 35 percent______ Do.
Bam stained, dyed, painted, polished,
grained, or creosoted . o orooonne gl‘ ...... Do.
Clothespins_..-0C__ - o oii o SERREREREETR K F T cent.-_ 121.31 per cent.
Furniture:
House or eabinet furniture of wood (exclud- - 8 o >
__________________ e o e e e cent_ ... Per ceni
..................................... ._,__J':f_.._-..__ Do.
Paintbrush handles (this is one of the items Te-
duced by President Coolidge) - -oevoeeeaeena-- 1634 per cent _.__| 3314 per cent.
SCHEDULE 5.—SUGAR, MOLASSES, AND MANUFACTURES OF
Sugar....... per 100 p 1 18 EECHERTE Y 8
Molasses: Blackstrap_ ool 4.53 per cent_____| 4.98 per cent.
Maple sugar 23.46 per cent.._.| 46.91 per cent.
Maple sirup. 80.02 per cent._...| 41.28 per cent.
Dextrose, testing not above $0.7 per cent, and | 14.41 per cent....| 18.02 per cent.
dextrine sirup.
Bugnccane. | Lo porton.] 8l e $2.50.
SCHEDULE 6,—TOBACCO AND MANUFACTURES OF
Cigar wrapper tobacco:
Ummmrﬁrwl ____________ $2.10 per pound..| $2.273¢ 2 per
pound,
Stemmed _ s --| $2.75 per pound_.| $2.0214 per
pound.

SCHEDULE 7.—AGRICULTURAL FRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE
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List of increases carried in the Hawley-Smoot tarif bill. showing actual or computed
rates ‘based on 1998 tmports under Fordney-MeCumber Act and Hawley-

ad ralorem rates
Smoot bil

bill—Specific rates shown in some instances—Continued

émmm T.—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS—continued

Fardney-

Cat l.!e', live:

Weighing less than 700 pounds. 2 cents.
Weighing over 700 pounds . .- —.....o-——- 2gcents. ..
Bheep and lambs 2319 ook . -
o R e R e R M et 109. 86 per cent . .
Bwine 5.08 per cent____
12.69 per cent. .
20 percent ...
..... T YRR
17.33 per cent . __
20 per cent. ...
20.59 per cent __ _
22.32 per cent .- _

Fresh

Ham, bacon,
Pickled, salted, and otharclmd pork

gaindaar meat, lmports 1928, §073

~| 3.29 per cent_____

29.“ per cent____

14.38 per cent.__.

18.22 per cent..._|
13.75 per cent_...

14.83 per cent..___|

£25s

25.37
49, 15% cent.
50.79 per cent.

34.85 per cent.
50,79 per cent.
50.17 per cent.
29.06 per cent.

13.02 per cent.
9.16 per cent.
8.81 per cent.
19.?_3; per cent.

T
558

SHE

g

o™

£ h

e
w

g

%
g

NEg
Bald
B%3
1f

MeCum I{awlebyiEISmout
Act (1922)
Milk—Continued.
i
Vhole. __ --| 17.11 per cent____| 34.26 cant.
Ma]t:dimmmﬂked"&"""""Es""l' ctures, or %m it ogt 2 ;;'52 m g
and compounds, mixtures, or percent.._____ cent.
substitutes for milk and cream (imports e
of malted milk in 1928, $463).
e e 33.30 per cent....| 38.84 per cent.
Having the eye formation of the Swiss or | 39.53 per cent....| 42.16 per cent.
Emment r type.
Not having the eye formation of the Swiss | 28.73 per cent.._| 45.97 per cent.
of Emmenthaler type.
(o5t et e AR e il S B bedpe e Y i 12.28 per cent.__| 34.75 per cent.
Cream, powder (imports of cream powder in | 43.81 per cent.__| 77,16 per cent.
o 1928, §1,824).
s5:
3Lt 3 1 4 e i s MR e S 11.89 per cent.._| 31.70 cent.
Poultry, dressed or undressed ... 2248 per cent._ _ 3148%02“.
Game birds, dressed or undressed . 23.31 per cent.__| 20.13 per cent,
Esg;:_lama birds, 1 35 per cent..__._ 48.13 per cent.
Ta il 1o o ot LB e e 27.55 per cent - __| 34.44 per cent.
Whole aggswd. frozen or otherwise prepared or | 38.83 per cent.. .| 62.02 m eent.
preser
Egg yul.l:bdtrmen or otherwise prepared or | 20.84 per cent.._| 54.71 per cent.
, frozen or otherwise prepared or | 38 per cent_.____| 69.66 per cent.
preserved.
nshéal ed
Ml T e St e e i 23.28 per cent .| 25 cent.
Kippered herring 13.17 per cent___| 15.51 per cent.
Cod, pickled or salted, skinned or boned . __| 12.43 per cent___| 19.89 per cent.
Herring, smoked, skinned or boned__ 3‘8.37 per cent-_.| 28.05 per cant.
Smoked finnan haddie............__.......| 25 per cent.. ... 28.85 per cent.
:;mokad ﬂl]aiap:llggckporﬁuns of eod, had- Il.saparwnt_.. 27.27 per cant.
Othorﬁshmeihr foo& ___________ 30 per cent.._._. 105.83 per cant.
Clams, clam }mm&m elthar combinations | Free............ 35 per cent.
with other substances, packed in air-tight
containers.
T T et e L e L LS A 5.53 per cent__._| 13.84 per cent.
Corn (produetion in 1928, 2,830,950,000 bushels; | 13.98 per cent___| 23.28 per cent.
imports in 1928, 574,120 bushels; exports in
1023, 41,580,000 bushels).
Corn, cracked (imports in 1928, 9,258 bushels)..| 13.21 per cent_..| 22.02 per cent.
Corn r)nml. flour, grits. ete. (imports in 1928, | 3.18 per cent....| 5.65 per cent.
Oats (produe!.ion in 192'8, 1,449,531,000 bushels; | 22.9 per cent._._.. 24.43 per cent.
imports in 1928, 480,368 bushels; exports in
R?mﬁuiisém e m}':’f:iﬂ hall 20.21
ice ¥ or rice outer b S e .21 per cent_...| 25.27 per cent.
Rice, uncleaned, or rice free of the outer hull .__| 23.62 per cent_.._| 23.34 per cent.
poa o WL B e e SR 46.19 per cent____| 57.74 per cent,
Ries flour, meal, polish. hran and broken rice. | 13,5 per cent.____| 16.88 per cent.
0il eake and oil cake meal
Cotbongeed. o s i Free............| 22.10 per cent.
Linseed __._______ Sl do. --| 13.84 per cent.
C of COpra.._... G 19.05 per cent.
Feanut._..__.___ S eido, 13.36 per cent.
I o e et | e e 15.13 per cent.
Alvother.C.. ..o -t = St et e e do..._.......| 21.57 per cent.
Cherries:
‘\lm‘uachdmo, and other prepared or pre- | 40 percent. ... §1.21 per cent.
serve
Sulphured, or in brine, stemmed or pitted__| 21.05 per cent..__| 60.67 per cent.
Citrous fruit peel:
Omnx&. prepared or preserved in any man- | 43.47 per cent____| 59.58 per cent.
Lam ST 54.10 per cent.____| 86.70 per cent.
Citron, mndled or otherwise pmpnred or pre- | 35.05 per cent_.__| 46.74 per cent.
Figs:
Fresh, dried, orin brine.. . oo oo ...
or preserved in any manner___
Dates: or preserved (containers)__

per cent_j [k
per cent____

percent.....
per cent__._

un;sr.lgunes. prunellas, dried, green, ripe, or
Avoeados (import data not segrogated)
Flower bulbs:

14.12 per cent___.
7.51 per cent___._

14.76 per cent.
12.53 per cant.
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ealorem based on imports under Ford mber
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BECHEDULE 9.—COTTON MANUFACTURES—continued

chm Hawhbyﬁlﬂmoot chdm, 4 Hawley-Smoot
Act (1922) Act (1922) bl
Nuts—Continued. Oounhhla cotton cloth—Continued.
Filberts— olored with vat dyes—
Not shelled .. 24.51 per cent....| 49.01 per cent. Yarn No. 81 44 per cent_ ... 44.35 per cent.
Shelled 20,16 per cent....| 58.32 per cent. Yarn No. 82 do. 44.70 per cent.
Plgnol]a nuts. 2.86 per cent_.__.| 28.57 per cent. Yarn No. 83 do 45.05 per cent,
Pistachio nuts 2.83 per cent.....| 19.81 per cent. Yarn No. 84.___ do. 45.40 per cent.
Akt Yarn No. --do 45.75 per eent.
N 67.12 per cent....| 95.00 per cent. Yarn No. 86 do 46,10 per cent.
e R e IS 72.74 per cent_...| 127,30 per cent. Yarn No, 88 do 46,80 per cent.
‘Walnuts of all kinds— Yarn No. 80____ do 47.15 per cent.
Not shelled . 32.97 per cent_.__| 41.21 per cent. e NG ML s e e e do 47.50 per cent.
Ehelled 43.67 per cent.___| 54.50 per cent. Yarn Nos. 01, 02, 93, 04, 95, 97, 08, 99, do Do.
100, 101, llﬂ. 103, 104, 105, ll.lJ. 112, 122,
Not shelled 32.67 per cent_...| 54.45 per cent.
8 ) 168.74 per cent___.| 27.90 per cent. Woven with 8 or more harnesses or with | 41,28 per cent....| 46,29 per cent.

Ofibearing Jacquard la or swivel auachmem
Flaxseed or li d -| 22.50 per cent....| 36.57 per cent. Woven with 86.83 per cent....| 40.23 per cent.
Soybeans. 13.77 per cent._...| 55.06 per cent. taining silk or rayon, printed, dyed, or | 30.84 per cent____| 43.74 per cent.

Grass seeds: or colored or woven figured.

Alfalfa.__ 23.52 per cent 47.03 per cent. Contunj silk or rayon, woven with 8 or | 44.00 per cent_.__| 54.13 per cent.
Alsike 20.45 per —---| 40.90 per cent. namar with Jaequard, lap-

Crimson clover 10.80 per cent.___| 21.19 per cent. DOt.ors vel attachments.

Red clover. 20.69 per cent____| 41.37 per cent. Containing silk or rayon, woven with | 35.34 per cent.._.| 37.75 per cent.
White clOVer. .- oceeeeecememecceacnanana| 15.73 per cent....| 31.46 per cent. drop

Other clovers, not specially provided for__._| 36.18 per cent____ per cent. Special clot.hs nned, eoated, or wnhrprmfod

30y pa e N 2 = N 47.49 per cent. 'l‘mdntg e Fhh 20.46 per cent. . .| 30 per cent,
Bpring vetch, common 25.81 per cent. Oilcloth (except for floors) . -| 27.87 per cent___ Do.

Ci bluegrass. . ... 45.40 per cent. Tapestries and other Jacquard-figured up- | 45 per cent...... 55 per cent.
Kentucky bluegrass. . .. oo oo 46.93 per cent. holstery cloths.

Orchard grass. 40.35 per cent. Cotton pﬂe fhbrits and manufactures of:

R per 41.52 per cent. Vel 50 per cent......| 62.50 per cent.

Garden seeds: Plush and vquet ribbons do.__ Do.

Cab 71 per 23.65 per cent. Quilts: Jacquard-figured ... ... 25 per cent. .. 40 per cent.
D e e TR R R e e R P P, S 62 per 36.92 per cent. Blankets, not Jaequard-figured 0 e 53.00 per cent.
Turnip (E: turnips) 53 per | 46.91 per cent. Cotton small wares: Loom harness, healds, or | 34,80 per cont. .| 35 per cent.
Rul.abaga (Swedish tarnip seeds) . . ... 43.32 per cent_.__| 54.15 per cent. collets of vegetable fiber.

Beans: Cotton belting and mpa for machinery......... 30 per cent......| 32 per cent.
Green 13.87 per cent.._.| 97.14 per cent. Gloves, knit on a warp-knitti mnehine ...... B0 percent.. ... 60 per cant.
Dried 38.36 per cent.__.| 65.76 per cent, Handkerchiefs and mnfflers, bleached
Canned 22,25 per cent....| 33.38 per cent. Not hemmed, yarn No. 30._._.-_ 40 per cent 41 per cent.

COWDeRE i i L SR L I 61.61 per cent. Not hemmed, yarn No.82___ . _____________ | ____ A 41.70 per cent.

Sugar beets__ 12.62 per cent....| 14.13 per cent. L850 ) e S ST el 42,35 per cent._ .| 50.69 per cent.

Mushrooms: Printed, dyed, colored, or woven figured, | 47.45 per cent___| 51.60 per cent.
G d 45percent_.___. 70.31 per cent. not mmainjng silk.

Dried Sl B 57.90 per cent. Oontaining sllk. .. .- o il 52.74 per cent.__| 56.58 per cent.

Peas: Clothing and wmrl.ns apparel, not knit:

Gireen -| 20.08 per cent____| 60.25 per cent. Men's sh 87.50 per cent.
26.02 per cent.___| 45.54 per cent. Corsets md brassiéres Dao.
28.87 per cent._...| 57.75 per cent. R R S R R L 75 per cent.
47.11 per cent_...| 117.78 per cent. Cotton, wiping rags. 3 cents per
35.11 per eent....| 52.66 per cent. pound.

(15" ""‘“,mm- ;ggf;n‘fm" garpgnm' SCHEDULE 10—FLAX, HEMP, JUTE, AND MANUFACTURES OF

Pm_ 40 percent.__._. Do,

i e 21.60 per cent____| 44.90 per cent. Flax, unmanufactored:

Cahbnxe ...................................... 25 percent.__.... 141.70 per eent. Btraw..._..... 3.97 per cent____| 5.95 per cent.

Acoms.nndchmm‘y. and dandelion roms,amde 67.67 per cent___.| 00.23 per cent. Not TN -.| 3.78 per cent.__.| 5.66 per cent.

Chocolata: Hackled, including dressed line____ ... 4.30 per cent.___| 6.44 per cent.
8 _.mlnin‘mmm .............. ---| 20 pereent.. ... 40 per cent. per cent.__.| 5.45 per cent.

ad rate. 17.50 per cent.__.| 33.18 per cent per cent____| 12.01 per cent.
Unsweetened ____ 21.31 per cent___.| 32 per cent,
per cent.___| 14.81 per cent.
23.57 per cent.... per cent. . __| 15.28 per cent.
- per ----| 15.71 per cent.
33.38 per cent._ __ 50 per cent.
per . Flax, hemp, mm.ie 28.77 per cent.. | 34.80 per cent,
iT'npucent..-. 20.85 per cent. "I‘hmaﬂ Lne,mdeordufﬂa: hemp, or ramie, | 20.98 per cent.__{ 30.28 per cent.
.............. Free __ ~-1 17.17 per cent. in the gray, boiled, bleached, dyed, or other-
1 FoR 66.15 per cent____| 132.20 per cent. wise treated.
Bpices and spice seed; Gﬂlmtlmmwobs. nd seines. .. ... 42.85 per cent. .| 45 per cent.
sood (whole)__.__.____________ . _ 18.45 per cent___.| 36.90 per cent. Hose for conducting liquids or gases, of wage- 33.06 per cent. _ .| 42,14 per cent.
Capsicuam or red or Cayenne pepper, un- | 13.01 per cent....| 32.53 per cent. fiber.
ground. Linen and manufactures of:
Feppos. grod e e w—
, ground .. .. napkins
Long-staple cotton ool b7 sents per Handkerchiefs, hemmed or hemstitched
d. nlaid
SCHEDULE 8.—SPIRITS, WINES, AND OTHER BEVERAGES 23.83 per cent._ ..
Angostura bitters . .. ccieeeaa 54.69 per cent . ..| 105.18 per cent. SCHEDULE 11.—WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF
Juices of lemons, limes, oranges,or other citrous | Free_______.____| 56.73 per cent.
fruits, for beverage purposes. Wua(!: for ntmnnmm not improved:
arﬁ -
35,72 per cent....| 39.30 per cent.
RECEDMLE 3. COFION NANUFACTURRS On'the skin. 5085 per cent.___| 70 per cent plus.
Washed 18 coents per | 24 cents per

Cotton yarn: pound. pound.

Unbleached singles_____________.___________ 24.01 per cent.__.| 20.06 per cent. 59.06 per cent_.__| 66.44 per cent.
leached, eolored, combed, or plied..| 28.23 per cent_...| 33.77 per cent. I'"ﬁ—

Colored with vat dyes— egmm 42.66 per cent..__| 46.70 per cent.

Yarn No. 84 3 Spercent...... 20 per cent. Wnsh 1 42,48 per cent....| 46.55 per cent,

arn N (7 RS AR 37 per cent. On the skin 39.96 per cent....| 42.62 per cent,

Countable cotton cloth: Scoured 58.40 per cent.._.| 69.71 per cent.
Unb ad. il PN e P SR A S e s o 27.80 per cent....| 35.58 per cent, Combing—

G e e R e R B T D 81.12 per cent....| 30.73 per cent. In Lh::;gm ........................... 43.01 per cent.___| 47.17 per cent.
Printed, dyed, colored, or woven figured.____| 26.90 per cent___.| 20.82 per cent. Was 52.33 per cent....| 57.40 per cent.
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actual or compuled

Fordney- Fordney-
MeCumber anB%yEISmnot MeCumber Hawieb:E-lenot
Act (1922) Act (1922)
‘Wool for manufacture not improved—Contd. Wool loves and mittens: _I
Combing—Continued. at not more than §1.75 per dozen pair.| 57.54 per cent..__| 60.04 per cent.
On the skin 34.71 per cent.... B? 02 per oent. Va]u.ed st more than $1.75 per dozen -| 66.66 per cent....| 68.51 per cent.
nadgorn (mohair): T e e S bl ik 0 da 52.81 t...| 54.78
Iair of ghe A oat (mo not over $1.75 per pound. __._.__.._| per cent.._.| 54.78 per cent.
. 53.29 per cent....| 58.44 per cent. Valued over $1.75 per pound . . ... 61.21 per cent._...| 62.45 per cent.
w:uh 31 cents per |34 cents per | Wool knit outerwear:
pound. pound. Valued not over $1 per pound ..o 89.57 per cent....| 105.43 per cent.
On the skin --| 30 cents per | 32 cents per Valued over $1 and not over $2 per pound._.| 69.80 per cent_.__| 72.28 per cent.
pound. pound. Valued over $2 perpound ____ . ____________ 58.99 per cent....| 59.99 per cent.
e Ut T e S0 e 10.62 per cent.._.| 12.33 per cent. Woal mrin.g apparel not knit or crocheted:
Hair of the Cashmere goat, Alpaca, and other
e animals: anued not over $2 per pound..__.___._| 56.68 per cent____| 102.80 per cent.
In the St b e e 38,17 per eent....| 41.87 per cent. Valued over $2 and not over $4 per
‘Wash --{ 31 cents per |34 cents per pound = -| 57.84 per cent....| 92.12 per cent.
pound. pound. Valued over $4 per pound .. ..o eoeees 58,36 per cent_...| 82.44 per cent.
On the skin 57.26 per cent._._| 61.08 per cent. ‘Wool hats:
Booured. ... oaieonriomecanmninnasasesmaine 18.25 per cent....| 21.79 per cent. Valued not over $2 per pound. ... 55.41 per cent .| 203.09 per cent.
‘Wool wastes and by-products: Valued over $2 and not over $4 per pound._| 55.95 per cent_ __| 156.82 per cent.
Top waste, slubbing waste, roving and ring | 47.32 per cent____| 56.47 per cent. Valued over $4 per pound. ... _._._....._ 58.03 per cent___| 111.63 per cent.
waste. Wool elothing and wearing sppaml
Garnetted waste_._..........._. ace-==-----| 34.08 per cent____| 36.90 per cent. Valued not over 32 per pound._........._.._| 56.01 per cent_..| 67.02 per cent.
Noils, carbonized 33.08 per cent..__| 41.20 per cent. Valued over $2 and not over $4 per pound..| 55.34 per cent___| 56.37 per cent
Nolls, uncarbonized 26.64 per cent._._| 32.25 per cent. Vs]ued OVer $4 per pound. o occoccaeaas 56.29 per cent...| 56.99 per cent.
Thread or Yarn waste. - .cce-eecamccamenn --| 27.25 per cent....| 42.58 per cent. Carpe
All others n. 8. p. f. 33. 54 per cent____| 50.32 per cent. riunta] msimﬂar and rugs, made
Bhoddy and wool extract. 16 cents per | 24 cents per wer-driven loom. ... _____. -| 55 percent..... .| 60 per cent.
pound. d. riental and similar carpets and rugs,
Wool mgs. oo 26.12 per cent....| 62.68 per cent. noc made on power-driven loom (tmnd-
Partially manufactured wool: made), were reduced 55 to 53.24 per cent).
Topsof mohair._ ... . ccocecceaceesaa--| 75.08 per cent._ .| 81.73 per cent. Chenille Axmi do. . Do.
Tops of wool and other hair. ...oeeeeeeeoo. 50.16 per cent....| 53.82 per cent, Machine made, not specially provided for, | 40 per cent___._. Do.
O wool ad 134.36 per cent___| 148.23 per cent. Wilton and others.
Yarns of wool and hair: Fabrics containing 17 per cent or more in weight | 50 per cent....__| 86.31 per cent.
M of wool (but not in chief value thereof).
Valuad not over 30 cents pound.__.| 132.77 per cent_..| 206.30 per cent.
Valued ?‘;Bdt. 30 cents not over $1 | 80.18 per cent....| 85.21 per cent. T Y o T
o \{nmﬁoh\;:rhs“lhper POt ot e 54.33 per cent....| 65.93 per cent.
ool an wing w fl and silk thread or
ahmd over 30 cents and not over $1 | 79.78 per cent..._| 84.78 per cent. Semslllk‘ ; sty SOM,
piece (broad silks) Jacquard-
V&luad over 81 |l:ou.u . 52.76 per cent_._.| 64.17 per cent. 3 gy Bbgich h b 98eq
‘Wool, dress goods and other light-weight fabries Silk pile fabrics:
of wool, weighing not over 4 ounces per square Valvets
5 T AR RS R
Woven fabries of mohair, valued over 80 | 65.00 per cent__..| 76.80 per cent. parel: collars
cents per pound, mohair content. Bn,fotw,“;’b,l‘,ﬁ o Ay dixhe and
ng\;:rn. warp of cotton or other vegetable | 68.85 per cent....| 80,94 per cent. Manufactures of sm: n.s. p. .
‘Wool, worsteds:
V%lsl:;d over 80 cents per pound (wool con- | 68.12 per cent__._| 80.13 per cent. BCHEDULE 13.—RAYON MANUFPACTURES
Warp of cotton or other vegetable fiber_...| 68.77 per cent....| 80.86 per cent.
‘Wool, woolens: Rayon
Valued not over 80 cents per pound........| 110.76 per cent. .| 132.17 per cent. Ya.rn. welghtngmnmn lwdoni ,,,,, .-| 45 per cent.._._.| 5L 07 per cent.
Valued over 80 cents per pound (wool con- | 64.15 per cent__._| 75.72 per cent. Yarn, two or more yarns twisted together, | 46. 13 per cent._.| 50 per cent.
tent). hing less than 150 dan.lm
Warp of cotton or other vegetable fiber____| 70.57 per cent....| 82.86 per cent, mmm!rw Two or more yarns twisted | 47. 62 per cent. .. Do.
Cloth and other heavy-weight fabrics of wool, together, hjng less than 150 deniers.
woven fabrics of mohair: Rayon waste ud.ins!n ): Staple fiber | 20 per cent...... 25 per cont.
Valued not over 60 cents per pound. .._.... 80.24 per cent____| 133.33 per cent. (ent mytm ﬂ.lamern than waste).
Valued over 80 cents per pound (mohair | 70.01 per cent....| 82.23 per cent. Spun ra
content). s e N s S SR 45 cent_____:| B4. 62 per cent,
Cloth wol Two or mmayarnstwisted together._____.. 47.71 per cent_..| 69.17 per cent.
Valued not over 60 cents per pound____.___ 82.10 per cent....| 137.70 per cent. Knit ma of rayon: Gloves, mittens, hose, | 68. 34 per cent_..| 73. 34 per cent.
Valued ovaé- 60 cents and not over 80 cents | 99.04 per cent.___| 116.27 per cent. underwear, outerwear; and articles
per pound. of all kinds.
Valued over 80 cents per pound (wool con- | 65.80 per cent._..| 77.65 per cent. Clothing and articles of wearing apparel,
tant). and manutwtu.ms of rayon not specially
Cloth, woolens: provided for, increased from 45 cents per
Valued not over 60 cents per pound..____.. 83.07 per cent_.._| 139.72 per cent. pound plus 60 per cent to 45 cents per =
Valued ow; 60 cents, and not over 80 cents | 100.62 per cent. .| 118.40 per cent. pound plus 65 per cent.
per pound.
Valued over 80 cents per pound (wool eon- | 70.71 per cent._...| 83.02 per cent.
ok BCHEDULE 14.—PAFPER AND BOOES
Pﬂag;bﬁhc:s'ofv;oolmor h?iiroth ile fabri 66 t 67.61
s vets, an er 08 e .01 cent... f cent.
bt #4.46 por cent. | 65.90 per cent. | Pulpboard in rolls for use in the manufactare of | 5 per cent........ 10 per cent,
Blankets and similar art.iclas wallboard.
Valued not over 50 mnwé)er pound.....__._| 70.32 per cent...| 103.20 per cent. Pulp, umnul‘actures O e el o N s ]¢ 25 per cent. ... 30 per cent.
Valued over 50 cents and not over $1 per | 67.80 per cent___| 75.23 per cent. Papers:
Val edd $1 and not over $1.50 per pound_| 60.36 t 65.30 per cent. mud’erfser mryg:?n tt’;:;gl.l.l.ou's i;‘:’thte'r;i:l]: 2555 ek OeuL .| M50 Dec oot
ned over an = per cent. . - » » g " '
Valued over $1.50 per pound____________ 54.80 per cent. .| 56.00 per cent. similar papers, not specially provided for,
re]t.:.ol not woven, wholly or in chief value of welshlnx not more than 6 pounds to the
Valued not over 50 cents per pound. . __.__| 68.80 per cent. .| 99.61 per cent. Surtacecoated—
Valued over 50 cents and not over $1.50 per | 61.25 per cent.._| 64.16 per cent. *  Not specially ?mvldad for, covered | 28.24 per cent...| 20.24 per cent.
VAl Sk 150 vk pouid Tl than 1) ”mg:ntgatgd b
over 31.50 perpound._ . ___.______ .| 56.83 cent_._| 57.13 cent. 4 n 15 poun € Teimm.
‘Wool, small giﬂ;ﬂ: " o i Decorated, covered with a design, pat- | 12.72 per cent. ..| 22.72 per cent.
Fabrics with fast edges not over 12 inches | 64.24 per cent. . .| 65.82 per cent. tern, or character,
wide and articles made therefrom of I embosed pﬁnted or covered with | 25.78 per cent. __| 31.78 per cent.
T:l_?u!an mohair (wool coutenls). s AP 5 W metal or ita:mlumns, gelatin or flock.
ings, garters, suspenders, braces, cords, cent.__| 67. cent. rapping
and tassels (wool content). e ey gmtese;r covered with a design, pat- | 15.43 per cent.__| 25.43 per cent.
‘Wool knit goods: tern, or character,
Fabrics in the piece— If embossed, t&rlnw.u:! or coverad with metal | 28.87 per cent. __| 31.87 per cent.
Valued not over $1 per pound....-...... 80.50 per cent....| 84.61 per cent. or its solutions, gelatin or flock.
Valued over §1 pound........oeoneene.o. 58.51 per cent____| 50.46 per cent. Gummed g;fer Simplex, decalcomania paper, | 22.03 per cent_..| 32.03 per cent.
‘Wool knit hesiery: not prin
Valued at rwt more than$1.75 per dozen L‘E:.I.r 53.80 per cent._._| 55.88 per cent. Decalcomanias, in ceramic colors, weighing not | 32.25 per cent___| 45.80 per cent.
Valued at more than §1.75 per dozen -] 61.87 per cent_.._| 63.18 per cent. nvumopoundspetl.nouahests.
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List of increases carried in the Hawley-Smoot tarifl bill, le actual or computed
ad valorem rates based on 1928 imports under MMrMeC‘uuber Act and Hawley-
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SCHEDULE 15.—SUNDRIES—continued

Fordney- Fordney-
Hawley- Smoot Hawley-8moot
MceC a
Act (1922) pil licc?ﬁ?n) gl
Lithographic printing matter: Leather:
Cigar labels, flaps— Upper leather, cattle—

Prtnt;c{ lgf!ess than 8 colors, not in | 22,70 per cent_..| 27.34 per cent. CGirains and 15 per cent.

Pr%?tedmsormnmwm not in metal | 34.35 per cent. ..} 39.25 per cent. 7 %j
Post cards (except American views) not ex- | 28,77 per cent_._| 34.53 per cent. et L e belting leather .- S0 12.w% i

ceeding 0.008 inch in Lhick.n Boots and shoes_.__.._.__._____ do. ---| 20 per cent,
Post m%s, L nmmu?&hin mk- 16.52 per cent. __| 24.77 per cent. %hoe laces, ﬁnmhedtg unnnishad.._.__-________ e =dor 15 per cent.
ness and not ex a | . e
ness, in dlmanslmnfaas than 35 square je%ai boxes, port(ohl;l:: AB3 Gt Bocas amI 30 per cent. ... 35 per cent.
cases not specl.al.l provided for.
All other mhogrsphimllirpﬂnmd matter | 26.94 per cent...| 32.32 per cent. Bags, fitted with trnve]m bottle, drinking, f..._. Ao oot Do.
not provided for, not exceeding dining, or luncheon, sew e, AN
0.008 inch in Pmdilshr sots.
‘an
SCHEDULE 15.—SUNDRIES meith g‘:ﬁ' m‘: of “&mm not plated | 25.11 per cent....| 45.11 per cent.
Not speeiniiy .................. 32.62 per cent....| 47.62 per cent.
Ash h ---| 30 per cent. ... 40 per cent.
8 = ﬂpgrunt ______ Q’%SWME' LEAVE OF ABSENCE .
gﬁtm":m’wlmwﬂ_ 2 o  precnis Mr. Ber, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab-
U L R 2 351EIDcL % sence for two weeks on account of important business.
e cen
R v oot ﬂperp:nt. BENATE BILLS REFERRED
and
Pn.ckjn.g fabric (including expanding, do Do. Bills of the Senate of the following titles were taken from
Seat bk Dok A ol pRckIg): Lthe Speaker’s table and, under the rule, referred as follows:
‘B pe dyed, eolmd or stained straw, §.817. An act to authorize the Secretary of -the Interior to
Manila hemp, all Others - —-—--.-.. 25 per cent. grant certain oil and gas prospecting permits and leases; to the
Hal wlj:lllgc‘;:cl!m“ mmmmmed““ Do. Committee on the Public Lands.
%’mw _____ t:'_ it z | 90.78 per cent. 8.319. An act granting an increase of pension to Irene Rucker
Palm leal___ 81,26 per cent. Sheridan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
%‘{mmm‘m ---------------- 3 2 I ews S.497. An act to provide for the erection and operation of
Brooms, made of broomeorn, straw, 25 per cent. public bathhouses at Hot Springs, N. Mex. ; to the Committee on
fiber or twigs. tlleB Public Lands.

: .843. An aect to increase the pay of mail carriers in the
3%‘??‘;‘5’3‘3;;;&; """"""""""""" : .ﬁﬁ 6’333: village delivery service; to the Committee on the Post Office and
guhno:- brushes__ 50 pe[l)'o cent. Post Roads. i

brushes... = P 8.557. An act to authorize the disposition of eertain publie
Havizg pyrouiiy Beadles. 10107 bex et | lands in the State of Nevada; to the Committee on the Public
Buttons, agate . . 358.11 per cent. Lands.
Cork: S.612. An act for the relief of Charles Parshall, Fort Peck
mmk,omxmmdwgnt 18.50 per cent.._.| 23.12 per cent. In(lizmi a.llotteeél-oitm the Fort Peck Reservation, Mont.; to the
ommittee on Claims.
g e s Fyr oo dorey S.1183. An act to authorize the conveyance of certain land
25 per cent . ._.__| 40.87 per cent in the Hot Springs National Park, Ark., to the P. F. Connelly
Artificial poemm, or com pressed gérn _____ oo ioch Do. Paving Co.; to the Committee on the Public Lands.
e e VIt | 30 per ars - -4 v bant §.1299. An act for the relief of C. M. Williamson, C. E.
for. LIIjenqulst Lottie Redman, and H. N. Smith; to the Committee
Firecrackers._._..._. i; ﬂ.wpare:nt.-__ 134.20 per tcamt. on Claims.
E’:,Ei“g“ff,m e O eE et |4 B0 pex it 8.3088. An act for the relief of R. B. Miller ; to the Committee
Combs 2 = : on War Claims.
............................... 35 — X cent. .
lé:;ﬁ dhm“ S i m;i:::;: ______ wm‘;’: i Goilgnlijgee A;ll} oé(i‘; il;g;. the relief of Edward C. Compton; to the
Insulators: Electrical and other articles of syn- | 30 per cent. ... 110.71 per cent. 2
thetie &mmc resin, ete., not specially pro- S.3386. An act giving the consent and approval of Congress
uﬂdﬁ . - to the Rio Grande compact signed at Santa Fe, N. Mex., on
o e 40 perioent_...: xiee it February 12, 1929; to the Committee on Irrigation and Recla-
Pipe organs. .- -..do 60 per cent mation.
g‘olilzs&mgg};hd ------------------------- o adac -y e i 8.8046. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary
e vl ey St e | 43 perent. | 1310 per cent. | Willoughby Osterhaus; to the Committee on Pensions.
Bponges___._.._... —--| 15perecent._..__ 25 per cent. S.4196. An act to authorize the construction, maintenance,
,f[‘, . }““ smk-i----a-l;‘-ﬁ& ----------------- 40 ooeeen Do and operation of a bridge across the St. Francis River in Craig-
% mamipes. Dot iotrn &8 i rnls il 60 per cent. ... 423 per cent. head County, Ark.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Tobmi i other than common tobaceo |..... Moo 103.51 per cent. Commerce. s LR R : s
P““Hgs ot > S.4211. An act to amen e act entitled “An act to provide
cum- o te Holders, Dot specially pro- |..... Wi 30 pox ek for the elimination of the Michigan Avenue grade crossing in
r.mbmmmd articles the Distriet of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved
foroh e b e S s March 3, 1927 ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.
Wearing apparel of wool. .. S. 4222, An act to authorize the Commissioners of the District
ggaarih apparel of rayon. . of Columbia to sell by private or publlcths.ale a tract of land
Decially acquired for public purposes, and for other purposes; to the
Eﬁﬁm“'?ﬂr“ 083 VA ftve 1k Committee on the District of Columbia.
‘Embroideries of cotton, flax, hemp, silk___ do. Do. §.4223. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to provide
E”"”“‘dg‘“f““’“{,;‘fk‘f"’“"““pm i ey i i for the elimination of grade crossings of steam railroads in the
omer' mu&a or fabrics embroidered or tam- District of Columbia, and for other purpoeses,” approved March
boured. 3, 1927 to the Committee on the District of Columbia.
R e Do, il 8.4224. An act to provide for the operation and maintenance
S of bathing pools under the juristtiilction of.ithe Dlretﬁtoggt ﬁfﬂie
-------- Hathio) Bio o el caltikin. Buildings and Parks of the National Capital; to the Committee
Hﬂ}-? car:ﬁ_ e on the District of Columbia.
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§.4226. An act to anthorize the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia to sell at public or private sale certain real
property owned by the Distriet of Columbia, and for other pur-
poses ; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

S.4243. An act to provide fer the closing of certain streets
and alleys in the Reno section of the District of Columbia; to
the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Mr., CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined and
found truly enrolled bills of the House of the following titles,
which were thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H. R.4138. An act to amend the act of March 2, 1929, entitled
“An act to enable the mothers and widows of the deceased sol-
diers, sailors, and marines of the American forees now interred
in the cemeteries of Europe to make a pilgrimage to these ceme-
teries " ;

H. R.6874. An act to authorize exchanges of lands .with own-
ers of private land holdings within the Petrified Forest National
Monument, Ariz.;

H.RR.8531. An act making appropriations for the Treasury
and Post Office Departments for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1931, and for other pu -

H. IR. 8562. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri
River at or near Randolph, Mo.; and

H. R.9895. An act to establish the Carlsbad Caverns National
Park in the State of New Mexico, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of
the Senate of the following titles:

8. 549. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to pro-
ceed with the eonstruction of certain public works, and for other
purposes;

S.4008. An act to provide funds for cooperation with the
school board at Browning, Mont., in the extension of the high-
school building to be available to Indian children of the Black-
feet Indian Reservation;

8. 4173. An act to extend the times for commencing and com-
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at or
near Carrollton, Ky.; and

8.4174. An act granting the consent of Congress to the High-
way Department of the State of Tennessee to construct a bridge
across the French Broad River on the Dandridge-Newport Road,
in Jefferson County, Tenn.

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE FRESIDENT

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on En-
rolled Bills, reported that that committee did on this day pre-
sent to the President for his approval bills of the House of the
following titles:

H. R. 645. An act for the relief of Lyma Van Winkle;

H.R.1794. An act to authorize the payment of an indemnity
to the owners of the British steamship Kyleakin for damages
sustained as a result of a collision between that vessel and the
U. 8. 8. William O'Brien;

H.R.1954. An act for the relief of A. 0. Gibbens;

H. R. 2902. An act to authorize the sale of the Government
property acquired for a post-office site in Binghamton, N. Y.;

H. R.3246. An act to authorize the sale of the Government
property acquired for a post-office site at Akron, Ohio;

H. R.3717. An act to add certain lands to the Fremont
National Forest in the State of Oregon;

H. R. 4138. An act to amend the act of March 2, 1929, entitled
“An act to enable the mothers and widows of the deceased
goldiers, sailors, and marines of the American forces now in-
terred in the cemeteries of Europe to make a pilgrimage to these
cemeteries ™ ;

H. R. 6564. An act making appropriations for the Department
of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and for
other purposes;

H. R. 6874. An act to authorize exchanges of lands with own-
ers of private-land holdings, within the Petrified Forest National
Monument, Ariz. ;

H. R.7069. An act for the relief of the heirs of Viktor
Pettersson ;

H. R. T832. An act to reorganize the administration of Federal
prisons; to authorize the Attorney General to contract for the
care of United States prisoners; to establish Federal jails, and
for other purposes;

JH. R. 8299. An act anthorizing the establishment of a national
hydraualic laboratory in the Bureaun of Standards of the Depart-
ment of Commerce and the construction of a building therefor;

H. R. 8562. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the consfruction of a bridge across the Missouri
River at or near Randolph, Mo.
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H. R.8578. An act to sell the present post-office site and
building at Dover, Del.;

H. R.B8918 An act authorizing conveyance to the city of
Trenton, N. J., of title to a portion of the site of the present
Federal building in that city;

H. R. 9324, An act to dedicate for street purposes a portion of
the old post-office site at Wichita, Kans.;

H. R.9325. An act to authorize the United States Veterans'
Bureau-to pave the road running north and south immediately
east of and adjacent to Hospital No. 80 at Muskogee, Okla., and
to anthorize the use of $4,950 of funds appropriated for hospital
purposes, and for other purposes;

H.R.9407. An act to amend the act of Congress approved
May 29, 1928, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to
accept title to certain real estate, subject to a reservation of
mineral rights in favor of the Blackfeet Tribe of Indians;

H. R.9437. An act to authorize a necessary increase in the
White House police force;

H. R. 9758, An act to authorize the Commissioners of the
District of Columbia to close certain portions of streets and
alleys for public-school purposes; and

H. R.9845. An act to authorize the transfer of Government-
owned land at Dodge City, Kans., for publie-building purposes.

H. R. 9895. An act to establish the Carlsbad Caverns National
Park in the State of New Mexico, and for other purposes;

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. FRENCH. DMr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 12

minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday,
May 13, 1930, at 12 o'clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for Tuesday, May 13, 1930, as re-
ported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees:

COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION
(10.30 a. m.)

To construe the contraet labor provisions of the immigration
act of 1917 with reference to instrumental musicians (H. R.
10816).

COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING

(10,30 a. m.)

Authorizing appropriations for the completion of the Amarillo
helium plant (H. R. 10200).

COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES
(10.30 a. m.)

To amend section 4530 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States (H. R. 6789).

To amend section 2 of an act entitled “An act to promote the
welfare of American seamen in the merchant marine of the
United States; to abolish arrest and imprisonment as a penalty
for desertion, and to secure the abrogation of treaty provisions
in relation thereto; and to promote safety at sea ™ (H. R. 6790).

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CUREENCY
(10.30 a. m.)

To consider branch, chain, and group banking as provided in
Heuse Resolution 141.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXI1V, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

461. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation for
the Department of State for the fiscal year 1930 and 1931,
amounting in all, $50,000 (H. Doe. No. 395) ; to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

462. A letter from the Comptroller General of the United
States, transmitting report concerning the claim of T. G. Hayes,
formerly private, Company A, One hundred and forty-second
Machine Gun Battalion, Camp Bureaugard, La., in the sum of
$40; to the Committee on Claims.

463. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting
a draft of a proposed bill for the relief of the Jay Street Ter-
minal; to the Committee on Claims.

464. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
a draft of proposed legislation providing for the transfer of
certain land deseribed therein from said Shipping Board to the
Treasury Department for the enlargement of the Federal build-
ing site at-Hoboken, N, J.; to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. STALKER: Committee on the District of Columbia.
H. R. 4015. A bill to provide for the revocation and suspension
of operators’ and chauffeurs’ licenses and registration certifi-
cates; to require proof of ability to respond in damages for
injuries caused by the operation of motor vehicles; to prescribe
the form of and conditions in insurance policies covering the
liability of motor-vehicle operators; to sabject such policies to
the approval of the commissioner of insurance; to constitute
the director of traffic the agent of nonresident owners and
operators of motor vehicles operated in the District of Columbia
for the purpose of service of process; to provide for the report
of accidents; to authorize the director of traffic to make rules
for the administration of this statute; and to preseribe penal-
ties for the violation of the provisions of this act, and for other
purposes ; with amendment (Rept. No. 1426). Referred to the
House Calendar,

Mr. HAWLEY : Committee on Ways and Means. H. J. Res.
828. A joint reselution authorizing the immediate appropria-
tion of certain amounts authorized to be appropriated by the
settlement of war claims act of 1928; without amendment
(Rept. No. 1427). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. BEERS: Committee on Printing. H. Con. Res. 31. A
concurrent resolution to print 10,000 additional copies of the
hearings held before the House Committee on the Judiciary on
joint resolutions proposing to amend the Constitution of the
United States relating to the manufacture and sale of intoxi-
cating liquors within the United States; without amendment
(Rept. No. 1429). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. 8. J. Res. 49,
A joint resolution to provide for the national defense by the
creation of a corporation for the operation of the Government
properties at and near Muscle Shoals in the State of Alabama,
and for other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 1430).
Referred to the Committee on the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr. SNELL: Committee on Rules. H. Res. 220. A resolution
providing for the appointment of a committee to investigate
Communist propaganda in the United States; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 1431). Referred to the House Calender.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND

RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. IRWIN : Committee on Ciajms. 8. 863. An act for the
relief of Charles W. Martin; without amendment (Rept. No.
1417). Reférred to the Oommjttee of the Whole House.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin: Committee on Claims,. H. R.

457. A Dbill for the relief of Simonas Razauskas; with amend-
ment (Rept. No. 1418). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin: Committee on Claims. H. R.
5212. A bill for the relief of George Charles Walthers; with
amendment (Rept. No. 1419). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House.

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 6642. A bill for

the relief of John Magee; without amendment (Rept. No.
1420). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin: Committee on Claims. H. R.

68604. A bill for the relief of P. M. Nigro; without amendment
(Rept. No. 1421). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin: Committee on Claims, H. R.
8127. A bill for the relief of J. W. Nelson; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 1422). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr., FITZGERALD : Committee on Claims, H. R. 4110. A
bill to credit the accounts of Maj. Benjamin L. Jacobson, Fi-
nance Department, United States Army; without amendment
(Rept, No. 1423). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. FITZGERALD : Committee on Claims. H. R. 8677. A
bill for the relief of certain disbursing officers of the Army
of the United States and for the settlement of individual
claims approved by the War Department; with amendment
{Rept. No. 1424). Referred to the Committee of the ‘Whole
House.

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Committee on Invalid Pensions.
H.R.12302. A bill granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soidiers and gsailors of the Civil War and certain
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widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said
war; without amendment (Rept. No. 1425). Referred to the
Gommittee of the Whole House.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11737)
granting an increase of pension to E. Jennette Redding, and the
same was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

ADVERSE REPORTS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. HARE: Committee on War Claims. H. R. 5723. A bill
to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear, -deter-
mine, and render judgment upon the claim of the Velie Motors
Corporation (Rept. No. 1428). Laid on the table.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under claunse 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12302) granting
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors
of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent children
of soldiers and sailors of said war; to the Committee on the
‘Whole House and ordered to be printed.

By Mr. CLANCY : A bill (H. R. 12303) to pay 25 per cent of
the face value of adjusted-compensation certificates to veterans
of the World War, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12304) to pay 50 per cent of the face value
of adjusted-compensation certificates to veterans of the World
War, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 12305) to amend sections
45 and 206 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, as
amended by acts of March 3, 1925, and June 14, 1926; to the
Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. CRAMTON : A bill (H. R. 12306) to repeal Public Act
No. 175 entitled “An act to amend an act regulating the height
of buildings in the Distriet of Columbia, approved June 1, 1910,""
approved April 29, 1930; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 12307) to prn-
vide for the appointment of one additional judge of the District
Court of the United States for the Western Distriet of Okla-
homa ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr WOOD: A bill (H. R. 12308) to provide for the con-
struction of a mill to manufacture distinctive paper for United
States securities; to the Committee on Expenditures in the
Hxecutive Departments.

By Mr. CLANCY : A bill (H. R. 12309) to amend the World
War adjusted-compensation act; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BLACEBURN: A bill (H. R. 12310) for the relief of
Robert Griffith; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12311) granting a pension to Nannie
Floyd ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 12512) granting a pension to
Grace A. Coates; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BLOOM: A bill (H. R. 12313) for the relief of Ed-.
ward N. Sonnenberg; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BUCKBEE: A bill (H. R. 12314) granting an increase
of pension to Addie E. Churchill; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. COYLE: A bill (H. R. 12315) granting an increase
of pension to Susan A. Wise; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. DE PRIEST: A bill (H. R. 12316) for settlement of
claim of Allen Holmes; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. FREE : A bill (H. R. 12317) authorizing the President
to order Harry W. Kerns before a retiring board for a hearing
of his case, and upon the findings of such a board determine
whether or not he be placed on the retired list with the rank
and pay held by him at the time of his resignation; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HOFFMAN: A bill (H. R. 12318) granting an in-
crease of pension to Katherine Garrison; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.
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By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 12319) granting an increase
of pension to Mary J. Dawson; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, i

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 12320) granting a pension to
Mary E. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12321) granting
an increase of pension to Elizabeth E. Fouke; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, KENDALL of Kentucky: A bill (H. R, 12322) grant-
ing a pension to Mattie Lowry; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 12323) granting an increase
of pension to Mary E. Grange; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. KINZER: A bill (H. R. 12324) granting an increase
of pension to Mary F. Wenger; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 12325) granting an increase of pension
to Michael Quinn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 12326) granting a pension to Mary Moore;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mrs. LANGLEY : A bill (H. R. 12327) granting a pension
to John Deaton; 4o the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LETTS: A bill (H. R. 12328) for the relief of Anna
Gerken; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 12329) granting an increase
of pension to Sallie Peters; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 12330) for the relief of
Willie B. Hunter; to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 12331) granting an increase
in pension to William 8. Loesch ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12332) granting a pension to Elizabeth
D. R. Prouty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. REID of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12333) granting an
iriu;reuse of pension to Mary Byard; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12334) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Charles Osborne; to the Committee
on Pensions.

By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 12335) granting an in-
crease of pension to Sarah A, Lane; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12338) granting a pension to Albert
Bradley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 12337) for the relief of
William J. Carr; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr, TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 12338) to confer jurisdic-
tion upon the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and render
judgment upon the claim of Mary A, McCourt; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 12339) for the relief of
Lewis E. Green; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12340) grant-
glg ;1 pension to Michael J. Carroll; to the Committee on

ensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

7245, Petition of American Legion of the District of Colum-
bia, protesting against the location of any permanent airport in
the vicinity of Arlingfon National Cemetery; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds,

7246. By Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa: Petition of the Ida
County, Iowa, Woman's Christian Temperance Union Institute
and the Milford, Towa, Woman's Christian Temperance Union
Institute, requesting Congress to enact a law for the Federal
supervision of motion pictures establishing higher standards
before production for films that are to be licensed for interstate
and international commerce; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

7247, By Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania: Petition of resi-
dents of the thirty-sixth congressional district, urging the pas-
sage of the Muscle Shoals bill at this session of Congress; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

7248, By Mr. GLOVER: Petition of Allen Hearin Post, No.
32, American Legion, Pine Bluff, Ark., urging the passage of the
Rankin bill in its present form; to the Committee on World
War Veterans' Legislation.

7249, By Mr. HUDSON : Petition of the National Association
of Letter Carriers, Detroit Branch, Detroit, Mich., urging the
immediate payment of the adjusted-compensation certificates,
commonly referred to as the bonus; to the Committee on Ways
and Means,
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7250. Also, resolution of the board of directors of the Detroit
Council of Churches commending the President of the United
States upon his wisdom and courage in recommending the
enactment of legislation to correct the evils now existing be-
cause of the nonenforcement of law, and urging early enactment
of legislation for the correction thereof; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

7251. Also, petition of presbytery of Lansing, Mich., of the
Preshyterian Church of the United States of America, urging
the enactment of legislation for the Federal supervision of
motion pictures, requiring higher standards for films which are
to be licensed fer interstate and international use; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

7252, By Mr. HULL of Wisconsin: Resolution of Alaska
Native Brotherhood, regarding conditions of natives of south-
eastern Alaska; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

7253. By Mr. LUCE: Petition of residents of Massachusetts
indorsing the passage of bill to except dogs from vivisection in
the Distriet of Columbia, the Territories, and insular posses-
sions; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

7254. By Mr. NEWHALL: Resolution of Woman's Christian
Temperance Union, Fort Thomas, Ky., signed by Kate Shaw,
president, and L. M. Grimm, secretary, requesting the House of
Representatives to pass legislation providing for Federal super-
vision of motion pictures that are to be licensed for interstate
and international commerce ; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

T7255. By Mrs. OWEN : Petition of W. H. Arnold and 84 other
persons, of Orlando, Fla., and vicinity, in behalf of Senate bill
476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension
to the men who served in the armed forees of the United States
during the Spanish War period ; to the Committee on Pensions.

7256, By Mr, SWANSON : Petition of Council Bluffs Woman’s
Christian Temperance Union, favoring Federal supervision of
motion pictures used in interstate and international commerce;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

SENATE
Tuespay, May 13, 1930

The Chaplain, Rev. Z€Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Eternal Father, who renewest the face of the earth with Thy
breath, so gentle and potent, reviving for us in the springtime the
grace and beauty that had fled, make us to partake of other
things than those made known to eyes of sense—messages of
splendor, bafiling and alluring, revealed through the soul's east
window of divine surprise. Give us this day a larger charity, a
deeper self-knowledge, a growing sense of moral acquisition that
can only come through high endeavor for the better, purer-things
of life,

Pity and pardon us for what we have missed and might have
attained, strengthen our weakness, arm us with trust in Thy
mercy which fails not, in Thy patience which waits without
weariness, that we may press forward toward the mark of our
high calling which is in Christ Jesus our Lord. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s
proceedings when, on request of Mr. Fess and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal
was approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Farrell,
its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed the
following bills of the Senate:

S.2400. An act to regulate the height, exterior design, and
construction of private and semipublic buildings in certain areas
of the National Capital;

S.3498. An act to aid.the Grand Army of the Republic in its
Memorial Day services, May 30, 1930 ;

S.4057. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to
extend the time for cutting and removing timber upon certain
revested and reconveyed lands in the State of Oregon; and

8. 4221, An act for the disposal of combustible refuse from
places outside of the city of Washington.

The message also announced that t8e House had passed the
following bills and joint resolution, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate:

H.R.3144. An act to amend section 601 of subchapter 3 of the
Code of Laws for the District of Columbia;
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